


= 


—_— ~~ 


mn 
ud 
be 
rs 


tL 


ht 
as 
pit 


105 
us 
d. 
es 
or 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








‘Purty-Fourtn Coneress, Ist Session. 


“WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 16, 1856. 


THE OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHED BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


New Series....No. 14. 





avenue his principal cruising-ground, could not 
be charged and tried for that; the proof of it could 
not be brought and sustained, because it has been 
the habit of naval officers everywhere to lay their 
anchor to windward by applying for sea service 
in the Department, which application the Secre- 
tary of the Navy would neverheed if the officer 
himself was not fitted for the trust. A man may 
be pure in morals and conduct, and irreproachable 


f 

| 
1} 
i} 


in character; into all the relations of hfe he may | 


carry dispositions charitable and kind, and an 


intellect bright and cultivated, and yet, without a 
love for a seaman’s profession, and a knowledge | 


of its pecuhar requirements—without that naval 
character, that professional skill and bearing 


which the sea demands of all her votaries, he had | 
better, for the best interests of the Navy, be out | 
of it. And yet, sir, how could such an officer be | 


brought before a court upon charges framed upon 
such general disqualifications ? 


But, sir, | hold that when a grand jury, if you | 


choose to call it so, of the Navy, constituted 


by 
the laws of the land, selected from the best oft. 


cers in the service, have advised the President on | 
this subject, and he, after investigation, has ap- | 


proved their conduct, there should be very little 


general complaint. ‘The charities of the Senator | 


from Tennessee should be with the board, not 
with those who have been affected by its action. 


expectations of the Senator from Tennessee and || application to the Executive. 


the Senator from New Hampshire, its whole action 
is to be set aside, and the Senator from Tennessee 
and the Senator from New Hampshire oppose 
their judgment to that of the fifteen naval officers 
who have identified their lives with the Navy! If 
a judgment of the efficiency of naval officers is to 


| be taken, I think an impartial public would prefer 


to take it from those who have passed their lives 
in the naval service, who have familiarized them- 
selves with the officers, and who, having the 
records of the Department before them for con- 
sultation, have given judgment upon the subject- 
matteradvisedly. I know some of the officers who 
were members of the board, but not all of them; 
and here in my place I undertake to say that, 
search their conduct as you may, if every word 
that was spoken on the board were repeated here, 
we should not only find nothing to their discredit, 
but everything to show that they acted strictly 
in the performance of their rigorous duty—a duty 
rigorously imposed upon them, and painful for 
them to exercise. I shall make no opposition to 
the reference to the Committee on the Judiciary 
of the memorial which was presented by the hon- 
orable Senator from New Hampshire. 


Mr. HALE. That has been already laid on 


| the table. 


At all events, it should not require an extraor- || 


dinary reach of his charities to preclude him from 
imputing dishonorable and corrupt motives to the 
board. The honorable Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, in commenting on the action of the board, 


remarked that there were only fourteen midship- | 


men retired, but that when the board reached the | 


grade of post-captains, they found them so cor- 
rupt that 1t was necessary to retire half of them. 
Surely he knows as well as any man knows that 
it was not from a belief in the corruption of post- 
captains that they were dropped or retired; and 
why does he use the remark but to affect the 
board itself? 
dropped from the service, and those who were 


There were three post-captains | 


retired were placed in a most honorable position, | 


with a sufficient pay for the maintepance in our 
country of the largest family. In the argument 
here, in*the argument in the other House, in the 
instructions of the Secretary of the Navy, in the 
approbation by the President of the action of the 


board, nothing was contemplated but honorable 
I deny entirely that any action of | 


retirement. 
the board is a disgrace, or carries with it a con- 
viction of crime. 

The parallel which the honorable Senator from 


Tennessee has drawn between an officer retired | 


by the board and a criminal punished by law, is 
avery remarkable one. 
aman who brings himself under the influence of 


He seems to think that | 


a presidential commission, and he who violates | 


the laws of the land, should occupy the same 
osition. A man who chooses to commit petit 


arceny has his own punishment in his own | 


hands. The law is before him, and he violates 
’ 


Mr. MALLORY. I know that; but I under- 
stand it has been laid on the table, simply because 


| it is desired to call it up hereafter, and refer it to 
| the Committee on the Judiciary with instructions. 


Heretofore, memorials of a similar nature have 


} 


With respect to 
those who are placed on the retired list, l confess 
I think their condition is very different. They 
hold the commission which was originally con- 
ferred upon them; and the law, by the action of 


| the board, has only restrained their employment 


and placed them out of the line of promotion; but 
they are still officers in the Navy. 

Now, sir, we can repeal or modify that law; 
and if, by a repeal or modification of the law, 
that class of officers is no longer under that re- 
straint—if they are no longer out of the line of 


| promotion—they stand in the condition in which 
| they stood before; and if we shall not have con- 


firmed the nominations which have been made, 
upon the idea that they are out of the line of pro- 
motion, they may be nominated and may be pro- 


| moted. Congress, I think, has full power over 


the subject, except with regard to that class of 
which | have spoken, who are now out of the 
Navy; and they can only be restored by the con- 
stitutional action of the Executive, and of this 
body. With regard to the other class, I think, 
in the present state of things, as no persons have 


| been put in their places, as no promotions have 


been referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | 


| So far as I understand the views of that commit- 


tee, it is perhaps proper that I should say that 
théy concur with the reports of the Secretary of 
the Navy in the disposition to maintain the gen- 
eral action of the board, believing that it has 
produced a great naval reform, believing that the 
Navy has received yeung life blood which will 
tell inevery department of the service. Disposed 
as I am to maintain the action of the board in 
toto, lam still ready to admit that provision should 
be made for cases of injustfce and hardship,which 
the Secretary of the Navy seems to acknowledge 
do exist. I trust some means will be found to 


do justice to every man who has been harshly 


| dealt with, and to.leave him the means of being 
| placed in his original position with the acquired 


rank which the action of the board will have 
given him; but I know of no way in which this 
can be reached at present, unless it be through 
executive action. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, it seems to 
me that the only point which it is at all material 
to consider at this time is, what is the power of 
Congress over this subject? With regard to 
that class of officers who have been dropped 
from the service, whose names have been strick- 


| en from the rolls by the action of the President 


it or not, at his own pleasure. The man who | 


recelves a commission at the hands of the Pres- 
ident, receives it with the express understanding 
that he is to give it up whenever the Executive 
Says so. In this case the Executive has not only 


said so, but he has been induced by law to say | 


80. 


The Executive has had power, of course, to 


rop and furlough officers, but itis a power which | 


as been exercised only in extreme cases. We 
have all known cases in which the Executive 


rigor might have been exercised when he has | 


failed to do it. For the last fifteen years, Seécre- 
taries of the Navy have, in almost every report 


Sent to Congress, called upon the-two Houses | 
to provide some means of ridding the aaa of || 


a and superannuated officers. We have 
hitherto failed to do it, and every measure intro- 
uced to Congress for several sessions before last 


year met with opposition, This law seemed to | 


lave none here. Now, because the board has 
gone somewhat beyond the expectations of the 
public, because it has gone somewhat beyond the 
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in pursuance of the recommendation of this 
board, I may simply remark that they are out 
of the service, and Congress has no power to 
restore them. This is a point that has been 
repeatedly decided in the Senate. 

The power of the Executive under the Constitu- 
tion, when it is exerted by the President, works 
the effect of putting the ofiicer entirely out of the 
service asfully as any civilian who may have 
been removed from public employment, and there 


| 1s no mode of restoring him to the service except 


by arenomination. Has the Senate any power 
to compel a renomination? We can undoubtedly 
refuse to approve of the nomination of any other 
person. It has sometimes been attempted in the 
Senate, but it has always failed; and it has failed 
for the reason that the Senate has no power, un- 
der the Constitution, to direct the Executive with 
regard to any person whom he shall nominate to 


| office. It is an attempt to exert power indirectly, 


| which the Constitution has not conferred upon us 


| directly; and for that reason, I thinkin every Th- 


tance in which it has been attempted it has sig- 
nally failed ; so that, with regard to that class of 


rolls of the Navy, there is no remedy but by an 


| oficers whose names have been stricken from the | 


taken place, because, as an appointment during 


| the recess of the Senate by the President is only 


series of years. 


until the end of the next session of the Senate 
ensuing, it depends entirely upon the action of 
the Senate whether these appointments become 
permanent, and whether permanent commissions 
should beissued. It seems to me, therefore, that, 
if any injustice has been done, we have it in our 
power, so far as the retired list is concerned; but 
with regard to those who are put outof the Navy, 
Ido not see that we have any power over the 
subject, except to follow out the action of the 
Executive. 

| have nothing to say, sir, with regard to this 
law. There is no doubt that areform was needed 
in the Navy. It has been recommended for a 
I recollect that a similar measure 


| was reconamended during the administration of 
| Mr. Polk; and I think it has been frequently be- 


| importance to the country. 


| able to say. 


fore Congress since. The object that was sought 
was a desirable objeet—an object of the highest 
} Whether it has been 
accomplished by the action of this board, | am not 
y- 1 am not informed—I know not the 
grounds on which they acted; but there are cases 
within my knowledge of persons having been 
placed on the retired list, who, in my judgment, 
occupy as high a position, for all the services in 
the Navy, as any officers in the Navy. 

With regard to the class to which thai refer- 
red, we have the power, but I think it is prema- 
ture for us, without facts, either to condemn the 
action of the board or to approve of it. I say, 
unhesitatingly, that I do not impugn the motives 
of the board. I doubt not they have acted as 
honorable men upon a subject with which they 
are very familiar; and whatever they may have 
done, their intentions were to promote the best 
interests of the public service. This muchI will 
Say in advance, and until the subject has been 


| presented by the report of a committee in some 


tangible form, I shall be unwilling to go further 


| into the debate. 


Mr. BROWN obtained the floor. 
Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to 


| correct a remark personal te myself? 


|} and he may read it. 


Mr. BROWN. [I yield. 

Mr. HALE. I thank my friend from Missis- 
sippi for giving me the floor, I have not risen 
so much to answer any of the arguments which 
have been made, as to reply to a personal remark 
which was made by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. I do not see him in the 
Chamber now. I am sorry that he is gone, but 
perhaps what I may say will get into the papers 
’ (Mr. Maxuory here re- 
sumed his seat.] ‘The Senator from Florida says 
I have always been an enemy of the Navy. I 
totally deny the charge, in general and in detail, 
in the beginning, proceeding, and end. The 
whole of it originates in one fact, which I will 
state. The first time that I had the honor of 
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holding a seat on the floor of the House of Rep- 1 very modest but very expressive medal, com- 


resentatives, and the first time I had the honor of 
holding a seat on this floor, I began to strive 
earnestly, in season and out of season, for the 
abolition of flogging in the Navy. The chair- 
man of the Committee on Naval. Affairs, all 
those officers whose cruising-ground was this 
Capitol, were denouncing me as an enemy to the 
Navy because I was for introducing that element 
of humanity into it. 
. . . 2S 
carried; it met the approbation of every friend of 
humanity; and against the obstinate prejudices 
of the Navy itself and the officers of the Navy, 
it has made its way into public favor until, to-day, 
as an humble champion of that great measure of 
reform, I have the satisfaction of holding in my 
hand the evidence of the approbation of the head 
of the Navy Department himself to that refor- 
mation, for endeavoring to proeure which I have 
been stigmatized as an enemy of the Navy. 
Let me read it. The Secretary of the Navy in 
his report says: 

“The hope is indulged with much confidence by many 
experienced observers and officers, notwithstanding pain- 
fyl apprehensions and gloomy torebodings of disastrous con- 
sequences from the abolition of punishment by tlogging, 
that by this humane act, together withdhe recent discipline 
bill of rewards and punishments, the character of the sea 
men, asa class, will be improved by the increased willing- 
ness of the laboring young men of our own couutry to serve 
under the flag.’’ 


The Secretary does further homage to this 
great measure of humanity, by informing us in 
the same report, that during the six months be- 
fore the supplementary bill of rewards was passed 
they enlisted eight hundred and ninety-six men, 
while for the succeeding six months they enlisted 
two thousand eight hundred and sixteen. Sir, it 
is because | identified my humble self with that 


‘great reform, which has now approved itself to the 


commendation not only of the people, but of 
those very men who denounced it, that I was stig- 
matized as an enemy of the Navy. 

Mr. MALLORY. Allow me to ask the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire if [ am not right in 
supposing that he proposed here in his place to 
limit the commissions in the Navy to the term of 
ten years, or to appoint officers of the Navy, as 
other civil officers are appointed, for a term of 
rears ? 

Mr. HALE. I did propose to limit their com- 
missions to ten years, and if that had heen done, 
it would have obviated this infernal bill. Now 
let me say another thing in relation to the reform 
of which I have spoken. After the passage of 
the bill abolishing flogging in the Navy, a squad- 
ron returned from the coast of Africa, and it was 
my fortuneto be in Boston when that squadron 
arrived there. I met the commodore and the 
captain—Commodore Lavallette and Captain 
Nicholson—who commanded the Germantown 
and the Dale. I was introduced to them. The 
first remark that these gentlemen made was, that 
they had abused me a great deal, and I think 
they said they had cursed mea great deal, for my 
agency in rie through Congress the pro- 
vision for the abolition of ilogging in the Navy; 
** but, sir,’’ said they, ‘*we have altered our opin- 
jonsentirely. Our vessels now lie here at anchor 
in Boston harbor, and we should be exceedingly 
glad if you would go over them and see how 
vastly improved the character of the men is from 
what it was when they were submitted to the cruel 
punishment of the lash.’’ I confess, sir, modest 
as J am, that I felt a little proud. “There was a 
little compensation in that for the odium and 
opprobrium that had been cast on me for the 
course [ had taken here. I went amongst the 
men; I talked to them; I saw men whom the 
commander told me had beey for thirty years in 
the Navy and never had had the lash applied to 
them. i asked them, ‘Is it a fact, as has been 
stated, that since the abolition of flogging the 
skulks get clear of the work, and the work is 
thrown on you good men?’’ ** No such thing,” 


they answered with one voice. The officers and~ 


men said it was a great reform. 

{ went through the vessels, and after what has 
been said, 1 presume I may be permitted to state 
what occurred when I left them. The men asked 
permission of the officers to have the privilege of 
extending to so humble an individ as myself 
some mark of gratitude for the agency I had had 
in introducing this reform, for which I had sub- 


jected myself to the censures of the Senator from | 
|| memberment of the Navy. He advocated the 


‘jorida and others. They presented to me a 


Jut, sir, that measure was || 


| memorative of their thanks and gratitude for the | 
' humble services which I had rendered in carrying 
| through this great measure of reform. For my 


agency in it, | have been stigmatized as an enemy 
of the Navy. Sir, I am an enemy to nothing 
on God’s earth but oppression and wrong. Iam 
an enemy to wrong, whether it bears upon the 
black or the white, the slave or the officer. 
Whenever you undertake to oppress a man, to 


| strike him down, to deprive him of his rights, 


no matter in what station he may move on this 


| footstool of God, I am an enemy to that wrong; 
| and it makes no difference to me who suffers it. 


If, in future contingencies that may be before so 
exalted an individual as the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, the hand of injus- | 
tice should ever reach him or his, any aid that 
so humble an individual as myself can give him 
he may command. 

Now, sir, I have a word to say to the honor- 
able Senator from Connecticut, (Mr. Toucey.] 
I rejoice that we have the aid of the opinion ot 
such an astute lawyer as he is, a man who has 
occupied so high a place as he has in the councils 
of the nation, having been its great legal adviser 
—the Attorney General. When he says he sees 
no difficulty in this case, in regard to those offi- 
cers who are on the retired and furlough lists, I 
can see quite as clearly how to meet the other 
case, and I am not without a precedent. I can 
give chapter and verse; and there are some mem- 
bers of the Senate who will doubtless remember 
the circumstance to which Lallude. Since I have 
been a member of the Senate, the President of 
the United States sent to us the nomination of a 
major in the Army, to take the place of a major 
whom he had removed and dismissed upon the 
recommendation of a court-martial. The Senate 
refused to confirm his nomination; and added to 
the resolution of refusal, that they refused to 
confirm the nomination for the reason that the 
construction of the court-martial which had dis- 
missed the occupant was unconstitutional and 
illegal; and they sent that resolution to the Pres- 
ident. 

What did the President do? He sent back the 
name of the officer who had been dismissed, and 
since that—as I am told by the honorable Senator | 
before me, [Mr. Toomss,] who knows the history | 
of the case, and was instrumental in it—he has 
been promoted to the rank of colonel, and is now 
a colonel in the Army of the United States. That 
was the way the Senate, at that time, remedied 
executive wrong. Now, what would I do here? 
Suppose the President sends a nomination to fill | 
the place made vacant by dropping Mr. Stevens; | 
1 would reject it, and [ would assign as a reason 
that we reject the nomination because we believe 
the vacancy has been illegally and wrongfully 
created. 1 think that would remedy the wrong. | 

i have a word to say to the astute lawyer from 
Louisiana, [Mr. Bensamin.] He says that the 
answerto the case which I put is so plain that he 
wonders that I stated it. 1am going to pay him 
just as good a comptiment as he paid me, anda 
little better one. I have so utterly failed to make 
an impression on his clear mind of what seems so 
plain to me, that I will not try again. I have 
already tried twice, and failed; but if this question 
shall come up again, as I think it will, for my 
friend from ‘l'ennessee has pledged himself to 
bring it before us, I shall take the occasion to | 
explain, I think even to the entire satisfaction of 
the gentleman from Louisiana, that the position 
which I have taken in reference to the tenure by 
which these naval officers hold their commissions 
is clearly right; beyond controversy right; beyond 
the shadow of mistake right; beyond the cavil of 


skepticism right; and | will convince the Senator 


himself of it. Having said thus much, I have 
only to express the hope that this resolution will 
be passed, and that, if there is any record, we shall 
it; and if there is none, we shall have a clean white 
paper to tell us that this is ail the board kept. 

Ir. MALLORY. Mr. President, in character- 
izing the honorable gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire as anenemy to the Navy, when he occupied 
a ggat in this Chamber at a former time, I made 


no allusion whatever to his cfforts for the abolition || 


| On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was 


of corporal punishment. I made the assertion 
because of his admission at this very time, his dis- | 
tinct admission that he did favor an entire dis- | 


| enemy of the Navy, not because of his identific 


| it. 


|| on prosperously, as the Secretary of the N 


January 10, 


recall of every commission or a limitation of i. 

duration of the commissions to a specific peri id 

of three, or four, or ten years. e - 
Mr. HALE. Ten years. 


Mr. MALLORY. I characterized him as an 


“a 


tion with that special system of reform to whiel 
he has alluded, and which I did not introda 
but because of the honest conviction on his ii 
mind, that the organization of the Navy “a 
faulty, and that it was not essential to the publie 
interests to continue it, and he sought to disband 


Inasmuch as the Senator from New Hampshire 
has alluded to what followed the abolition of 
corporal punishment in the Navy, and as | had 
something to do with that subject on a former ri 
casion, | may mention a circumstance which has 

| happened. The recruiting service is now going 
re avy 
| says, not because of the abolition of that peculiar 
form of punishment, but because of the increase 
of the pay of the Navy, and of the prospects held 
out of extra pay for good service, and of honors 
and rewards to the seaman, in pursuance of q 
bill we passed at the last session. As an offset 
to what the Senator has stated of the treatm nt 
| which he received for his identification with the 
efforts which resulted in the abolition of corpo- 
ral punishment in the Navy, I can tell him that 
within the last three months a similar occurrence 
has taken place (only fora very opposite reason) 
toa gentleman who was identified With the op- 
posite side of that question, and who favored the 
retention of corporal punishment in the Navy, 
The gentleman to whom I allude visited one of 
our public ships, and the first lieutenant waited 
upon him at the instance of her crew, to com- 
pliment him, in the name of the crew, upon his 
identification with that measure, and with the 
increase of the pay of the Navy. I mention this 
| fact only to show that there 1s not a unanimity 
of fecling on that subject, and the recruiting ser- 
| Vice goes on prosperously, not because of the 
abolition of that punishment, but because the 
seamen get better compensation for their services 
than before. 

Mr. MASON. I move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of this resolution for the pre- 
sent. I wish to offer a resolution, which I am 
| sure will meet the approbation of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 

| Let us pass this resolution. 

Mr. MASON. I think this resolution ought to 
be modified before a vote is taken on its passage. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Very well; let it 
lie over. 

_Mr. MASON. I move to postpone its con- 
sideration for the present. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF THE SENATE. 
Mr. MASON. I offer this resolution, and ask 


for its consideration at the present time: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate be authorized to pay Beverly Tucker 
for the printing of the Finaace Report ordered to be 
printed on the 3d of January: Provided, The price does not 
exceed that now authorized by law. 

I am informed by the gentleman who was 

chairman of the Committee on Public Printing, 
| at the last session, that the work has been done; 
| I have here a certificate to that effect. There is, 
/ however, no mearis of paying for it, and there 
can be none until we have a committee on print- 
ing. For this reason I have offered this resolu- 
tion to pay for the work out of the contingent 

fund. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
| . EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors 
| were reopened. 


| COURT OF CLAIMS. 


On motion by Mr. BAYARD, it was 


|| Ordered, That the President of the Senate be authorized 


| to assign rooms in the north wing of the Capitol extension 
| for the use of the Court of Claims during the present 5¢> 
sion of the Supreme Court. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns to-day it be 
meet on Monday next. 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 
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“HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Eripay, January 11, 1856. 
The House was called to order by the Clerk 
at tw lve o’clock, m. 
Journal of Wednesday was read and ap- 


The 
prove d. 

Mr. BOYCE, 
the House. 

\Ir. PHELPS. I ask forthe yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken and decided in the 
rative—yeas 87, nays 120; as follows: 
yYEA\8— Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barksdale, Bell, Hend- 
: Rennett, Boeock, Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Burnett, 
Cadwaia@er, John P. Campbell, Carlile, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Howell Cobb, Covode, Cragin, Craige, Cullen, Davidson, 
denver, Dowdell, Dunn, Durfee, Edmundson, Elliott, Eng 
jx Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Henry 
Ml Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Greenwood, Au- 
ous Hall, J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Har- 
“on, Herbert, Hickman, Hoffinan, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Lake, 
Letener, Lindley, Lumpkin, Alexander K. Marshall, Sam- 


I move that there be a call of 


n 
in 


| 


Ss. Marshall, Maxwell, MeQueen, Smith Miller, Mill- | 


_ Moore, Nichols, Mordecai Oliver, Paine, Peck, Phelps, | 


Porter, Powell, Quitman, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Ruf- 
fn. Rust, Savage, Scott, William R. Smith, Sueed, Talbott, 
ravlor, Underwood, Warner, Wheeler, Winslow, Daniel 
BR. Wright, and Johan V. Wright—87. , 

NAYS —Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Barbour, Barclay, 
Henry Bennett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bowie, Bradshaw, 


Rrenton, Buflington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, || 


Lewis D. Campbell, Chaffee, Clayvson, Clingman, Wil- 
anson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Cox, Cumback, 
Damrell, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 





De Witt, Dick, Dickson, Dodd, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, | 
llagler, Foster, Galloway, Giddings, Gilbert, Granger, | 


Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, Thomas L. Uarvis, Haven, 
Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How 
rd, Hughston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, 
Knox, Leiter, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Matteson, Mc- 


Carty, McMullin, Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Mor- | 
rill, Mott, Norton, Andrew Oliver, Orr, Parker, Pearce, Pel- 


ton, Pennington, Pike, Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Reade, 
Ritchie, Rivers, Robbins, Robison, Sabin, Sapp, 
‘Sherman, Simmons, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, 
Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, Stewart, Stranahan, Swope, 
Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Trippe, 
Tyson. Vail, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Wal- 
dron, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, 
Israel Washburn, Watson, Welch, Whitney, Williams, 
Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, and Zoilicoffer—120. 


Sage, 


Pending the call of the roll, 


Mr. NICHOLS (when his name was called) 


said: I rise to a personal explanation, in relation 
: a aa 

to the proceedings of Wednesday last. 
Globe of yesterday I find the following debate 
reported as having occurred while the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Smiru] was upon the floor. 
[commence with a portion of that gentleman’s 
remarks: 

“ Here are two parties opposed to the Democratic party 
ofthe House. Of course I do not refer to every individual 
in those parties ; but I say that those who are called Black 
Republicans in this House owe their election here to Know 
Nothingism. 

_*Mr. TRarton. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee what he means by that expression? 

“Mr. Smirn. By what expression ? 

“Mr. Trarron. Biack Republicans. 

“Mr. Smira. I mean those gentlemen who have been 
voting for Mr. Banks ; they have been called Black Repub- 
licans. T use the term in all eourtesy. 

“Mr. Trarron. Who calls them Black Republicans? 
That is the question. 

“Mr. Smirn. I use the expression in all courtesy. The 


In the || 


reason Why they are called so, I suppose, is, because they | 
want to put the negro upon an equality with the white | 


man. 

“ Mr’ Houston. 
naturalized foreigners. 

“Mr. Samira. Yes, sir. 

“Mr. Nicnors. I do not understand the party to which 
the gentleman from Tennessee alludes to occupy any such 
Position as he gives for them. I am notin favor of putting 
the blacks upon an equality with the whites, and I am not 


‘ware that any such position is occupied by the party with | 


Which I am acting.”? 


This last paragraph is the-one to which I wish | 


to call the attention of the House. In the re- 
‘nark made I said nothing of the kind attrib- 
uted tome. I did net pretend to speak for any 
party, nor to speak the sentiments of any party. 
| did not hear the remark of the gentleman from 


Alabama, {Mr. Hovsron,] or I should have been || 


‘tore specific, and should have very fully defined 
‘ly position upon both branches of the subject 
discussed. The remark, as reported, contains 
‘he implication, at least, that | am connected 


With what is known 1n this House as the Ameri- || 


“an party, and that, in the remarks I made, I 


Above—they would put them above || 


spoke for that portion of the American party | 


which is voting for Mr. Banks. What I did 
he was this, and simply this: understanding 
‘he gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Smrn] to 


attribute to the party voting for Mr. Banks the 
position of placing the negroes on an equality 
with the whites, I said: **I am one of those who 
| have been voting for Mr. Banxs in this Hall. I 
| have voted for that gentleman over eighty times. 
I occupy no such position as is attributed to 


| 


those gentlemen by the gentleman from Tennes- | 
© | 


see, 
an equality with the whites, either socially or 
politically.’’ 

Mr. Clerk, standing here, as I do, not a mem- 


1 am not in favor of putting the negro on | 


ber of this American party, not belonging to it, | 


never having joined 


it and never intending to | 


join it—opposed as I am to the platform of that | 
party as promulgated in my own Siate, and op- | 


posed in toto to the sentiments of the party as 


avowed by gentlemen belonging to it upon this 
floor—I have no desire—I do not wish to say 
anything which shall connect me to it inany way; 
nor, itis to be presumed, do they wish to be 
made responsible for any sentiments of mine. 


| Sir, I paddle my own canoe in this turmoil; I 


speak by no rule but my own. I have therefore | 


deemed it essential that this correction should be 
made. 
Mr. SNEED (when his name was called) said: 


consequent upon the fatigue and oppression of 
one long night session, | was betrayed into a 
petulant remark, casting an improper imputation 
| upon the Clerk, which justice to myself, and to 

the manner in which you have discharged the 

delicate and responsible duties of your position, 
| requires me to recall, and I thus publicly do vol- 
untarily recall the same. I vote ay. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I take advantage of this 
opportunity, at the request of my colleague, Mr. 
Packer, to say to the House, that a record may 


| be made of it, that he has been called home sud- | 


denly 


y and unexpectedly by a very serious illness 
in his 


family, of a daughter. That is the reason 
of his absence from the House to-day. 
The result was then announced as above. 


The CLERK. 


| by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Syeep] to 

invite the Hon. James L. Orr to take the chair 
| temporarily; upon which the House refused to 
order the main question. The Clerk supposes, 
acting as we are under parliamentary law, it will 
| come before the House this morning as the busi- 
ness in order. 

Mr. ORR. I would be very much obliged to 
my friend from Tennessee if he would with- 
draw the resolution. [was very much obliged 
to him for having offered it; but the House having 


on Wednesday refused to order the main question, | 


I take it for granted, therefore, that nothing can 
result from its further continuance before the 
House. In order, therefore, that the House may 
proceed at once with its ballotting, I ask the 
gentleman from Tennessee to withdraw the reso- 
lution. a 


Mr. SNEED. I desire to see the resolution 


adopted, but I myself believe, as the gentleman | 


from South Carolina has suggested, from the 
| action of the House on Wednesday, that they 
will not adopt it. If] have the right, therefore, 
I will withdraw it. 

Mr. PHELPS. You cannot withdraw it with- 
out the consent of the House. 

Mr. SNEED. If it is necessary, I ask the 


| consent of the House to allow me to withdraw it. | 


| Mr. WHEELER. 
| right to withdraw it? 
The CLERK. The resolution may be with- 
drawn if no objection be made, 
No objection was made, and the resolution was 
withdrawn. 


Has the gentleman the 


Mr. WALBRIDGE. There are several mem- | 


bers of this House who are opposed to any debate, 
| to any discussion whatever, who have made sun- 


sion, and do not wish it limited by any rule. Now 
I propose a compromise between these two opin- 
ions, by providing that a vote for Speaker shall 
| be taken at the commencement of the sessionevery 
day, and also that there shall be a vote taken at 
the close of every,session, thus providing fortwo 
votes to be taken for Speaker every day until an 
election is effected, and leaving the interim to be 
| filled up with speaking or voting as the House may 
| determine. I have embodied the idea in a reso- 


Mr. Clerk, in the excitement at our last sitting, | 


On the last day in which the | 
. . f . 
| House was in session, a resolution was offered | 


| dry efforts to rescind the ten-minute rule; there | 
are other gentlemen who are in favor of discus- | 
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+ lution which I will read, and which I propose to 








offer. Here it is: 

Resolved, That.at this and every succeeding «aily session 
of the House unt)! 4 Speaker is elected, the first business in 
order, after the r-ading of the Journal; shall be to vote for 
Speaker; and that no motion to adjourn shall be in order, 
except immediate) succeeding the announcement of a vote 
for Speaker. 5 

Mr. GREENWOOD. 
allow me 

Mr. WALBRIDGE. 
left. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I merely want to make 
a suggestion, I think we might proceed to ballot, 
perhaps, if we had nothing else before us. [hope 
the gentleman will withdraw his resolution, and 
allow us to vot 

The Clerk again called the roll, and the follow- 
ing was the ‘result of the one hundred and sixth 
vote: Whole number of votes cast, 212; necessary 
to a choices; 817; of which— 


If the gentleman will 





I have but little time 
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So there was no choice. 

The following is the vote in detail: 

For Mr. Bank Messrs. Albright, Allison, Ball, Bar- 


bour, Henry Benneit, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, 
Buffington, Burlijigame, James H. Campbell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, Colfax, Comins, Cragin, 
Cumback, Damreti, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dickson, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, 
Giddings, Gilbert,“Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 
Holloway, Thomas k. Horton, Valentine B. Horton, How- 
ard, Hugiston, Kelsey, King, Knapp, Knight, Knowiton, 
Knox, Leiter, Mace, Matteson, McCarty, Meacham, Kil- 
lian Miller, Morgan, Morrill, Mott, Nichols, Norton, An- 
drew Oliver, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Penningtun, Pettit, 
Pike, Pringle. Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Robi- 
son, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Simmons, Spinner, 
Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thorington, Thurston, Todd, 
Trafton, Tyson, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader ©. Washburne, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Welch, Wood, Woodruff, and Wood- 
worth. 

For Mr. Richardson — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Barelay, 
Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 8S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyee, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, Caruthers, Caskie, 
Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, David- 
son, Denver, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, English, 
Faulkner, Florence, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, Green- 
wood, Augustus Hall, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. 
Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Houston, Jewett, George W. 
Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kidwell, Letcher, Lumpkin, Samuel 
S. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, Smith Miller, 
Millson, Mordecai ee? Peck, Phelps, Powel?, Quit- 
man, Ruffin, Rust, Sandidge, Savage, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, Stephens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Vail, 
Warner, Watkins, Winslow, Daniel B. Wright, and John 
V. Wright. 

For Mr. Fuller—Messrs. John P. Campbell, Carlile, Cox, 
Cullen, Henry Winter Davis, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, 
Foster, J. Morrison Harris, Hoffman, Kennett, Lake, 
Lindley, Alexander K. Marshall, Humpbrey Marshall, 
Millward, Paine, Porter, Puryear, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, 
Rivers, William R. Smith, Sneed, Swope, Trippe, Under 
wood, Valk, Whitney, and Zollicoffer. 

For Mr. Pennington—Messrs. Bishop, Dunn, Edwarda, 
Harrison, Haven, Moore, and Scott. 

For Mr. Williams—Mr. Wheeler. 

For Mr. Caruthers—Mr. Richardson. 

For Mr. Porter—Mr. Henry M. Fuller. 

For Mr. Bennett—Mr. Brenton. 

For Mr. Orr—Mr. Williams. 


Mr. BROOKS (when his name was called) 
stated that he.had paired off with Mr. Murray, 
of New York, who was absent from the city. 

Mr. LINDLEY (when his name was called) 
said: Mr. Clerk, if it is not out of order [I would 
submit a few remarks. I did not expect that I 
would, at any time, be compelled to make to the 
House and my constituents an explanation of 
the reason why I have been casting my vote as I 
have since I came here. Nor would I now say 
one word, were it not for the fact that 1 have, this 
morning, been reading the published speech of 
my friend and colleague, Mr. CanuTHers. That 
speech forces me to say something in vindica- 
tion of the course which I have pursued in thia 
contest. That speech, as well as other docu- 
ments, [am informed, is to be published in the 
city press of St. Louis, and will go to Missouri— 
to my district; and it becomes me, sir—I owe it 


| to myself—to say something in that connection. 


Had my colleague been satisfied to state the 
reasons ot his vote for the Administration candi- 
date—had he taken the position that there will 


| shortly be but two great parties in the country, 


and that he must necessarily, from his expressed 
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opinions and the views of the people he repre- 
sents, for the present support the Administration 
candidate—had he been satisfied with that defini- 
tion of his position, | would never have said a 
word in rejoinder. Jut when, in addition, he 
undertakes to attack the gentleman for whom I 
asserts that 





am and have been votine—wh« ne 
that centleman is unsound in his views 1n respect 
to the interests and institutions of the region of 
country which I have the honor in part to repre- 
pent, it behooves me to say something in response. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Fut- 
LeR,| who is before the House as a candidate 
for the speakership, and for whom I have been 
voting, has received my vote because I regard d 
him as conservative, and in favor of the great com- 
promise measures which were made and passed 
for the peace of the country. The men who rally 
around and vote for that gentleman, and the scat- 
tering votes, exhibit more moral courage than 
any others in this Hall. They are the only men 
here who battle against sectional parties; and the 
existence of this controversy requires that we 
should still stand by him, and that the scattering 
votes should still continue to stand by their posi- 
tion, until we can organize on a national basis. 
I am not willing to vote for the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Banks,] nor for the gentle- 
man from Illinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson,] or account 
of the positions which they occupy. I vote for 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. Futver| 
because he is conservative, and opposed to all 
sectionalism. 

In order to answer my coll ague’s remarks, I 
will allude to that part of it where he gives his 
reasons for not voting for Mr. Fuitxter. First, 
the ghost of the murdered Wright comes up be- 
fore him. He cannot vote for Mr. Futter because 
Mr. FuLiter comes here as the successor of Mr. 
Wright. Mr. Futzier defeated Mr. Wright, a 
gentleman who, my colleague said, stood firmly 
on the Nebraska bill when, during the last Con- 
gress, the Nebraska fight was at its crisis. There- 
fore it was that he could not vote for Mr. Futuer. 
Sir, it was not on the Nebragka issue that Mr. 
Futter defeated Mr. Wright; for | am well in- 
formed that the Nebraska candidate for Governor 
beat his competitor in that very district. There 
was something else besides that issue entering 
into the canvass. 

But again, sir, Mr. Fvutver is next attacked 
because he votes for a friend of his from the 
North, Mr. Pennincron, who was guilty, during 
the last Congress, of voting for a motion to 
suspend the rules to en@ble a gentleman from 
Massachusetts to introduce a bill for the repeal 
of the fugitive slave law. Sir, in voting for north- 
ern men, I do not require that they shall cut 
off every man who does not agree exactly with 
them in politics. All I ask of the northern 
man for whom I cast my vote is, that he shall 
plant himself upon principles that are conserva- 
tive, and guaranty to the South all her rights, 
both in the States and in the Territories; and if 
he does that, he may vote for whom he pleases. 
I should hold a southern man to strict responsi- 
bility; but cannot expect northern men to leave 
personal friends on account of political tenets in 
which they feel no deep interest. All Lask is, 
that he be right in principle. Butif my colleague 
is correct in his argument, I ask him where stands 
his own candidate, Mr. Ricuarpson, of Illinois? 
That gentleman, sir, has voted to extend the Mis- 
souri compromise to the Pacific, and he has voted 
for those obnoxious restrictions in the Oregon 
bill. He is here also upon this floor casting his 
vote for Mr. Tuomas J. D. Funxer and other 
northern gentlemen who in the last Congress op- 
posed the Nebraska bill. Lf, therefore, the fact 
of voting for Mr. Henry M. Fourier, by going 
to the third and fourth degree of voting, makes 
me vote in a different way from what | am on the 
record, it convicts my friend also of voting against 
the Nebraska mill. But I consider that there is 


nothing in that process of argument; and neither | 
Ricwarpson nor Futter adopt the votes or ac- | 


tion of every man for whom they cast compli- 
mentary votes; for neither has voted for any 
man who had any chance of election. I have 
always been in the habit of voting for Democrats 


who were my friends, but I did not consider my- | 


self as thereby adopting all the votes they ever 
ve. 


But I consider that Mr. Ricnarpsow is quite as 


| 


| there is an impassable gulf. 
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obnoxious as Mr. Fuiuer to the charge of voting 
for northern men who were opposed to the Ne- 
braska bill. All that I desire is, that my candi- 
date shall stand upon correct principles. And 
what are the declarations of Mr. Futter? My 
colleague, [Mr. Caruruers,] and another col- 
league, [Mr. Oxtver,] who tells me-she has writ- 
ten letters to Missouri for publication on the sub- 
ject, giving his reasons for voting fér Ricuarpson, 
and no other candidate, give a different exposition 
to those declarations than the one given by the 
gentleman who propounded the questions. Mr. 
I'uLLerR was asked if he was in favor of a restora- 
tion of the Missouri compromise, and his reply 
was, that if it could be restored he would be in 
favor of it, but that, under the circumstances by 
which we are surrounded, he would vote against 
it. We have his declarations here, and those 
declarations should be so construed as to be con- 
sistent with one another. He 
put his own construction on them, and if 1s this: 
not that he is afraid of the Executive, or of the 
Senate, but that it is morally impossible to restore 
the Missouri compromise, because it is morally 
impossible to restore the country to the condition 


in which it was when that compromise was in- | 


terfered with by the passage of the Kansas-Ne- 
braska bill. He meant that he would go for its 
restoration if you could change time, and roll it 
back upon its axis, and bring the country, in every 
respect, to the condition in which it was before 
the passage of that bill; but he never has said, 
and he never will say, that he is in favor of re- 
enacting the Missouri compromise. That is the 
construction which my colleagues put on his dec- 
laration. They make him say that he would 
reénact it if it were possible, whereas he has con- 
tinually said, that he would not reénact it if it 
were possible. Sir, the day after he made that 
declaration, the Washington Union came out and 
complimented Mr. Futter very highly, and said 
that he had-taken a very right position. It speaks 
as follows: 

“Mr. Foitter’s Speecu.—The feature of yesterday’s 
debate was unquestionably the speech of the Hon. Henry M. 
Fonver, of Pennsylvania. Much interest has been felt as 


to the position of this gentleman, inasmuch as, while he | 
was put forward by the southern Know Nothings as an || 


eminently national man, he received during the early stages 


of the ballotings the votes of some of the most decided auti- | 


Nebraska men of the North. 
Nothings who have rallied around Mr. Futuer, finding that 
their position was becoming uncomiortable, in view of the 
record made by the different and differing supporters of that 
gentleman, seemed to have determined to have his senti- 
ments on the slavery question clearly understood. 
view to settle the difficulty, no doubt, Mr. FoLuer yesterday 
addressed the House, and in a brief speech of great good 


sense and excellent temper he defined his position, which, | 
including his prompt response to Mr. Percy WALKER, ofthe || 


Mobile district, may be summed up as follows: Acquies- 


cence in the legislation of Congress on the Nebraska bill || 
as a final settlement of that question on the principle of | 
popular sovereignty, and a distinct refusal to assist in re- | 


storing the Missouri compromise. We heard this avowal 
with much pleasure, and desire, here and now, to express 
our thanks to him for the involuntary tribute which he paid 
to a grant Democratic principle. 

‘* Mr. FuLLER, however, did not say that he was willing 
to apply the principle of the Nebraska bill in the organiza- 
tion of any future Territories, nor is it understood that he 


is separated froin the Know Nothing party, between whose | 
unconstitutional tests and oaths and the Democratic party | 
But he has done nobly and | 


| well thus far; and we fervently hope that, when he shall 
| see that northern Know Nothingism and Abolitionism are 
| almost synonymous terms, and when he shall realize, as 


| he doubtless will realize, and that very soon, that the prin- | 


ciple of the Nebraska bill is the only one that can reconcile 


future disputes on the question of slavery in.the Territories, | 


he will complete the good work by taking his stand under 


| the flag of the Democracy, and so most truly and fully rep- 


| resent his own immediate constituents and the national || 


sentiment of the American people.” 


Mr. Clerk, Mr. Futxier’s position is sufficient 
for me. 


| every southern man who has voted for him. His 
| own colleagues who are opposed to the Nebraska 


bill have denounced him on this floor for the posi- 
tion he has taken here in favor of southern rights. 
My cofleague, Mr. Caruruers, in the speech 
which he made during the last Congress on the 
Kansas bill, said that he was satisfied that it was 
a southern measure, because northern sentiment 
was opposed to it, and on the same ground these 


_ denunciations of Mr. Futzer are eyjdence of his 
| soundness upon these questions. 


| 


The position of the gentle in regard to the 


| Territories is this: that the Territories belong to 


all the States, and that the people of all the States 
have a right to go into those Territories with what- 
ever property they may have that is recognized as 








has a right. to | 


The class of southern Know | 


With a || 


It vindicates me at home, and vindicates | 
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property in any State in this Union. That js a 
sroad principle, and one upon which we can all 
stand. Iread from the Congressional Globe: _ 


“Mr. Fuuxer, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Clerk, | 
in the habit of being very much disturbed by whz 
said either for or against me ; but, inasmuch as it was inti 
ated this morning by one of my colleagues that my as 
tion was misunderstood, I desire to avail my self of mn 
opportunity, with the indulgence of gentlemen of 4; : 
House, to declare fully and frankly what my relations on 

** Itis conceded, I believe, that the difficulty which jo. 
at the foundation of all our troubles is the one question 7 
slavery. I desire to declare I am opposed to the present 
agitation of the subject of slavery, for the reason that. ;, 
my humble judgment, no possible good can result eos 
that agitation in the present excited state of public fee line 
On the contrary, that all discussion upon this subje@t muy 
now result, as it ever has heretofore resulted, inevi! and 
mischief; creating popular discontent, individual distrys; 
sectional alienation and division. 1am willing, ther fore. 
to leave this question of slavery where the Constitution of 
the country has left it, [applause,}] with the people who 

| tolerate it, to control, regulate, and determine for them. 
selves. [Renewed applause.] [ shall not meddle or inter. 
fere with the subject. I will do nothing to disturb any 
existing relations. If it be an evil, it is their evil; if it be 4 
blessing, it is their blessing. 1 make no aggressions upon 
the rights or feelings of any man, or of any section; jor 
will I submit to any invasion of mine. 

** With respect to past legislation there is an honest differ. 
ence of opinion. I supported the compromise measures 
of 1850 ; and was willing to regard them afinality. Ishoulg 
have opposed the Wgislation of the last Congress ; I do not 
indorse it now. Believing that agitation then, as agitation 
now, could result in no public good, and having in view the 

| publie peace and the public welfare, [ am willing that the 
past should bury its own dead, and desire, forgetting former 
ofienses, to unite with my fellow-citizens everywhere in q 
patriotic effort to bring back the country to that state of 
good feeling and social harmony which once existed, and 
ought never to have been disturbed. I believe that there 
can be no doubt with regard to my sentiments on this sub- 
ject. If there be, I am willing tostand up before this great 

| inquisition, and submit myself to the interrogatories of the 
grand inquisitors. [Applause.] 

‘* Mr. SHeRMAN. I desire to ask the gentleman one ques- 

tion. I do so for the purpose of information. Would you 
be willing to allow the institution of slavery to obtain an 
advantage, or be extended, by reason of the repeal of the 
Missouri compromise? I put the question to the gentleman 

|| with the greatest-respect. 

we, Mr. Futter. And will respectfully answer it. I will 
leave the matter to the people. [Applause.] 

“Mr. Suerman. What people? 

|| Mr. Futter. The people who are to be immediately 
affected by it. If Kansas—and [ wish to be distinctly un- 

derstood—presents herself for admission into the Union, | 

shall vote tor her admission without reference to the ques- 


am not 
ut may be 


| tion of slavery. 

| [This sentiment was greeted by clapping of hands, 

|| and cries of ‘Good v7 

| ‘*Mr. Sace. Would you vote for the repeal of the Mis- 

| souri compromise ? 
‘Mr. FuLLer. 


I have said that I do not seek to disturb 
that question. 


If the Missouri compromise can be restored 
I would most certainly be in favor of its restoration ; but in 
view of the difficulties which surround that question, and 
| must defeat your efforts, I say that I am opposed to tie 
| agitation of the question. 
| ‘Mr. Waker. Before I cast my vote, I desire to ask 
|| the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FutLer] the ques- 
tion which was propounded to him by the gentleman ou te 
opposite side of the House, from the State of New York, 
[Mr. Sace.] The question is this : whether he would vote 
for the repeal of the Kansas-Nebraska act? or, to use the 
| language of the gentleman from New York, would he vote 
for the restoration of the Missouri compromise, with the 
| restriction as to the line, or not, if that question were intro- 
duced ? s 

‘Mr. Futter. I stated that if I had been a member of 
the last Congress, I should have voted against the tezrito- 
rial legislation of that Congress. But I am willing nowt 
resist agitation, and abide by the laws as they are; and, 
resisting agitation, I shall vote against it. And now, Mr. 
Clerk, and fellow-citizens, I have one word more to say. 
|| I have been charged with being an obstacle in the way 0 
| the organization of this body. My position, humbleais ith, 
has been magnified into this importance. I never desired, 
|| and have not expected, an election. I have neither asked 
for, nor declined it. I have given no pledges to obtain 1 
|| Grateful, indeed, Iam for the expressions of confidence 
and of kindness which I have received ; but I should be 
vastly more pleased if the suffrages which have been givea 
|| to me should be cast for an abler and a worthier man. 

The CLERK. The gentleman’s time has ex- 
pired. [Cries of ‘* Go on!’’] q 

Mr. KENNETT. I hope my colleague will 
be allowed to go on. ; 

The CLERK. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman can proceed. 

Mr. THORINGTON. I object. 

The CLERK. Objection being made, the gen 
tleman cannot proceed. 

Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri. I hope an oppo 
tunity will be allowed to my colleague to complet® 
his remarks. I move that he be permitted to ¢° 
on. 

The CLERK. The Clerk would say to the 
gentleman from Missouri, that such a motion 's 
not in order, inasmuch as the resolution of te 
House prohibits longer debate than ten minutes, 
if there is objeetion. 
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. Mr. THORINGTON, ‘| withdiaw my objec- 


ro QUITMAN. Iam sorry that the gentle- 


man from Missouri has come under the declara- 
tion which I made several days ago, but I am 
obliged to be impartial, I therefore object to his 
gong on. . r 

Mr. ETHERIDGE. I move a susp@sion of 
the rule, so as to enable the gentleman to go on. 

Mr. STEPHENS. If the object is only to 
suspend it for the time being, I shall oppose it. 
If it is the intention of the House to go into a 
discussion of these questions before the election 
of a Spe aker, I wish to be heard upon all of them; 
and I wish, therefore, that upon the motion sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Tennessee a test 
may be made. I am willing to adhere to the ten- 
minute rule, and have been so up to this time. I 
conformed to it myself the other day, when I was 
anxious to go on. Ifa ee of the House 
stand with me, we can vote down the motion to 
suspend the rule in this instance ; but ifa majority 
wish to launch out into debate, let us rescind the 
rule directly; I am willing to do that. Butif itis 
rescinded in one case, and one gentleman isallowed 
to go on, I shall certainly claim also to be heard 
before the House uponall those questions involved 
in the organization. I shall vote against suspend- 
ing the rule. 

Mr. OLIVER, of Missouri. I do not think that 
this House, or the country, would lose anything 
bv admitting the widest latitude of debate. In 
view of the cireumstances by which we find our- 
s surrounded, I think that the least possible 
limitation or restriction should be thrown round 
the privileges of debate. 

We have been voting for a Speaker for the last 
six weeks without attaining any practical result. 
I believe that, under the circumstances, it is import- 
ant, for the establishment and the ascertainment 
of great principles, that we should be permitted 
to enter into the widest possible range of debate, 
in order that not only ourselves, but the whole 
country, may know how it is, why it is, and 
upon what ground, we are here in an unorganized 
state for this length of time. I trust my colleague 
will be permitted to proceed. I desire to hear 
from him, and to hear from him the reasons 
which have induced him to pursue the course 
which he has during this session. [also wish to 
be heard myself, and to give to this House, my 
constituents, and the country, the reasons by 
which I have been influenced in constantly casting 
my vote for the honorable gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Ricuarpson] for the Speaker of this House, 
as also the reasons which will lead me to continue 
to so cast my votes to the end of the chapter. 

[ therefore hope the House will allow my col- 
league to proceed with his remarks. No harm 
can be done to the country by debate. Wemay 
vote and vote on the whole day without attaining 
any practical result, as we have voted for the last 
six weeks. But discussion is useful to us, use- 
ful to the country, and I sincerely trust it will be 
pe rmitted to proceed. 

Mr. MEACHAM. I object entirely to any 
suspension of the ten-minute rule temporarily. I 
neither wish to make a speech myself, nor do I 
want to hear any other member of Congress make 
one, until we have a Speaker; but I think it is but 
fur, if one individual should be permitted unlim- 
ited time to speak, another man should have the 
same privilege; and therefore | say the restriction 
should be removed entirely, or not at all. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I rise to a point of order. 
It is this, that when the roll is being called, no 
motion and no debate is in order. If the Clerk 
decides that the motion is out of order, then we 
get rid of the debate. I hope the Clerk will de- 
cide the question. 


Mr. MEACHAM. 


selvi 


I only want fair play. 


| 





The CLERK. A number of others objected 
Mr. CARRUTHERS. ThenlI appeal to all who 
objected to withdraw their objections. 

The CLERK. Will the centleman allow the re- 
sult of the vote to be announced before he proceeds? 
Mr. CARRUTHERS. Certainly. 


The result of the vote was then announced, as 


above recorded. 


DECLARATION OF PRINCIPLES. 
Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Ihave in my handa 


resolution, which I propose to send to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read to the House. In this prolonged 
contest for Speaker there has been one feature 
developed to which I wish to advert for a mo- 
ment, Of the three principal candidates who have 
been voted for for Speaker, there is but one who 
has answered the questions which have been pro- 
pounded to them touching political principles in- 
volved in this contest. The other two gentlemen 
have declined to answer, for reasons, doubtless, 
satisfactory to themselves. 

The honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
{Mr. Futxer,]| for whom I have cast my votes, 
has frankly and fully answered all the questions 
put to him. When questions were propounded 
to the distinguished gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
RicnHarpson|—a gentleman for whom I have 
great personal respect, and in whose position upon 
many great questions of national politics I heartily 


| sympathize—he declined to answer, upon the 


ground that he was a candidate. I understand 
that some of the friends of that gentleman regard 
his remark, declining to answer, as made in a 
jocular spirit. Whether that was so or not, when 
questions were propounded to the distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banxs,] he 
declined to answer, availing himself of the answer 
of the gentlemay from Illinois as a precedent for 
his course. 

Now, sir, we have tried almost every expedient 
to bring about a solution of this question, which 
blocks up the business of the Thirty-Fourth Con- 
gress for a period of five or six weeks. And I 
now propose to recur to the great fundamental 
principles which lie at the bottom of republican 
Government. When men aspire to political 
office, it is their duty, frankly and fully, to answer 
all questions which relate to questions involved 
in their election. Believing in the correctness of 
that principle, and in order that my friend from 
Lilinois may be able to unfetter the lips of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, I propose to ask 
the gentleman from Illinoi%a question or two. I 
ask him whether I am right in supposing that 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricnarpson] 
regards the Kansas-Nebraska bill as promotive 
of the formation of free States in the Territories 
of Kansas and Nebraska? Am I right in sup- 
vosing he advocates the constitutionality of the 
Wilmot proviso; that in 1850 he opposed its ap- 
plication to the territories acquire dtrom Mexico, 
only upon the ground that it was unnecessary, 
inasmuch as the Mexican local laws in thpse ter- 
ritories already abolished slaved ought 
to be sufficient for all Free-Soil men; and that he 


| committed himself to the position that if territo- 


rial bills (silent upon the subject of slavery, and 
leaving the Mexican law to operate ) were de- 
feated, he would vote for bills with the Wilmot 
proviso in them? Am I right in®@supposing that 


| his theory is, that the Constitution of the United 


Let all have the same privileges and stand upon || 


the same platform of rights. 


The CLERK. The Clerk was about to say 


that, in his opinion, the motion of the gentleman | 


from Tennessee [Mr. Eruertee] is notin order; 
and he would suggest to the gentleman that he with- 
raw it until the result of this vote is announced. 
Mr. ETHERIDGE. 
Mr. CARRUTHERS. 


I rise for the purpose 
of a : ; 


[Mr. Qurrmay] to withdraw his objection to my 
colleague roceeding. I understand he is the 
only individual who objected. 


I withdraw the motion. | 


ppealing to the gentleman from Mississippi || 
| Place 


' 
j 


States does not carry slavery to, and protect it 
in, the Territories of the United States? That in 
the territory acquired from France, (including 
Kansas and Nebraska,) the Missouri restriction 
was necessary to make the territory free, because 
slavery existed there under France at the time of 
the acquisition, but that the Kansas and Nebraska 
bill, which repeals that restriction, but neither 
legislates slavery into those Territories nor ex- 
cludes it therefrom, in his opinion, leaves those 
Territories without either local or constitutional 
law protecting slavery; and that therefore the 


| Kansas and Nebraska bill promotes the formation 
| of free States in Kansas and Nebraska? 


Mr. HOUSTON. I would suggest to my friend 
that, if this course of questioning candidates is to 
be pursued, he had better reduce his questions to 
writing, and then there can be no difficulty or cavil 
on the part of anybody or any party in this House. 

a in writing, and then the candidates for 
the speakership can have an opportunity to an- 
swer them understandingly. 
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Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I will reduce them to 
writing, if it is desired, and thus give my friend 
from Hlinois an opportunity to answer. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will answer all the 
questions which the gentleman has proposed to 
me, and all others—only reduce them to writing. 
{** Right!’ * Right!**} : 

The CLERM. Did the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee propose a re solution? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. As I said bef, T have 
rreat respect for the rentle man from Illinois, and 
agree with him in some of his opinions on great 
national que stions: but I be lieved ther were some 
things which were not generally understood here, 
and for that reason I. have propounded the ques- 
tions [have. I now send the resolution which I 
have prepared to the Clerk. ; 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, hatin conformity with the principles of a great 
popular Government, such as that of the United States, it is 
the duty of all candidates for political position frankly and 
fully to state their opinions upon important. political ques 
tions involved in their election, and especially when they 


are interrogated by the body ol electors whose votes they 
are secking. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Lask my friend from Ten- 
nessee whether he propos sto propound the same 
questions to his own candidate ? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I understand that the 
gentleman for whom I have been voting is willing 
to answer any questions. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is not an answer to 
my question. The gentleman can answer my 
question, and that is, whether or not he intends 
to propound the same que tions to the rentl man 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Fuurer,] and to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banks,] 
or whether he proposes to confine them to the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson ?} 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. The gentleman for 
whom I have voted has answered all the ques- 
tions involved in this controversy. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman seems dis- 
posed to catechise the gentleman from Illinois in 
order to break the ice. Why not break the ice 
upon his own side of the House;and w hy should 
his questions be confined to one candidate? The 
gentleman from Illinois has indicated his pur- 
pose—a correct purpose—to answer any and all 
questions, and [ want those same questions put 
to all the candidates. Another thing; it is*im- 
possible that either one of those candidates could 
answer those questions within the limit of ten 
minutes, Now, sir, lask my friend from Ten- 
nessee, whether he will not so modify or restrict 
his questions as that gentlemen can give full and 
distinct answers within the time allowed them by 
the rule? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. The gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Hovston] seems to take great 
interest in this matter. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Nota particle of interest. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I will reduce these 
questions to writing, as requested by the gentle- 
man from Alabama, and furnish the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. Ricaarpson] with a copy of 
them. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not raise any objection 
at all to your doing so. I would not ‘have made 
these remarks, or interfered in the matter, but for 
tie very prompt and manly manner in which the 
gentleman fron. Illinois [Mr. Ricwarpson] ac- 
cepted the gauntlet thrown down by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Zotuicorrer.| The 
gentleman from Illinois has shown not only his 
willingness, but his desire, to answer promptly 
and fully, and he will do so. But an unfair in- 
ference 1s capable of being drawn, and might be 
drawn, from the fact of these questions being 

rropounded only to the honorable gentleman from 
llinois, as if he were the only one of the candi- 
dates failing to make known his position on those 
yoints. Ido not suppose that my friend from 
lennessee intended such an improper and unfair 
inference to be drawn from his questions; but he 
cannot fail to see that such inference might be 
drawn, and I desire promptly to repel such an 
idea in connection with his remarks. 

Mr.STEPHENS. AsJI heard that resolution 
read, I cordially approve it. 

Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) I was going 
to add one other remark, and that was this—— 

The CLERK. The Clerk understood the g 
tleman frora Alabama as yielding the floor. 


Mr. HOUSTO}. I had not yielded the floor, 


Does he wince? 
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although I am perfectly willing to give it up to 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Srernens.] 
Mr. STEPHENS. You can say what you 
wish; I yield for that purpose. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I was just going to allude, 
Mr. Clerk, to the fact that the candidate on our 
side of the House is being voted for ona platform 


which is a declaration of principlgs on these sub- || 


— and his position, therefore, is patent to the 


jouse, 

Mr. STEPHENS. I remarked, Mr. Clerk, 
that I cordially approved the re solution offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee. I hold, as I 
understand that resolution declares, it to be in 
accordance with the fundamental principles of 
the Government of the United States, that a man’s 

wrineiples, who is th candidate for office, should 
e known, fuily, clearly, and distinctly. Lam glad 
to see the gentleman announce such a wholesome 
truth. But, if | understand the organization of 
the party to which he belongs, it had its erigin in 
the profoundest secresy, and all its principles, as 
well as its very existence, were shielded by an 
oath. At first it “lived and moved and had its 
being’? in seeresy—against those fundamental prin- 
ciples in our institutions. Now I should like to 
ask that gentleman himself [Mr. Zo.iicorrer] 
a question, and it is, whether he does not belong 
to a party each member of which, at the time he 
joined, was not Sworn never to communicate the 
fundamental principles of its organization, and 
sworn never to make known even the existence 
of that organization? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Iam willing to answer 
the question of the gentleman from Georgia, 
[Mr. Sreruens,} although I see that the object 
is to dodge the issues presented this morning. I 
see the fluttering movement of the partridge when 
making a decoy movement to elude pursuit. I 
say to him, I belong to the American party; but 
I belong to no party which is sworn to conceal 
its fundamental principles. [Applause in the 
galleries.| I belong to a party which has boldly 
and fearlessly made known to the country its 
nationaland constitutional principles, and which 
conceals none of those principles. - 

Mr. STEPHENS. | ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee whether he does not belong toa part 
every member of which, at the time he ‘iclned, 
was sworn never to vote for any man, for any 
office, but a native-born citizen, in favor of 
**Americans to rule America,’’ nor for a Roman 
Catholic; and whether every member thereof— 
himself included—was not sworn never to make 
known even the existence of such an association, 
much less its principles, aims, or objects? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER,. A continuous move- 
ment to decoy me from my purpose ! 

Mr. STEPHENS. No, sir; it is in no way 
intended to decoy. I want an answer. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Suppose, Mr. Clerk, 
that that were true! [Laughter.] Is that an 
answer to the questions propounded by me? Is 
there any concealment of our disposition to sus- 
tain for public office a native-born American in 
preference to a foreigner? 

Mr. STEPHENS. [take it for granted, then, 
that the gentleman does belong to such a party, 
thus secret, and thus shielded in its secrets by 
eaths; and while I was telling the gentleman and 
the country that I was in favor of this resolution, 
my object was to carry it home. It was not to 
decoy—not, as some birds, to go fluttering away 
from the nest, toelude search in the right place— 
but to lead inquiry directly home, to expose the 
nest itself of the gentleman’s party. It is the 
nest of that party I am after, and not to decoy 
fromit, This is my reason for putting that ques- 
tion, and the nest is now exposed. The gentle- 
man speaks of the published por of the 
American party. hese published principles 
may do very well to decoy the country. We 
now know that there are principles of that party 
inside of these published principles, and that is 
what Leall decoying. [wanted te come at these 


= : = —= == 
|| Jeading the country away from the issue, or | 
'| trying to shield the gentleman for whom I vote | 

} 


inside principles; and, therefore, I asked the gen- | 


tleman from ‘Tennessee whether he has not sworn 
to conecal the principles, (these inner principles 


which are not publishe d,) and even the existence || 


of the organization of which he is a member? 

1 have said all that I intend to say. 
favor of the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from ‘Tennessee. Let it operate equally upon all 
the candidates. The gentleman will not find me 


I am in || Faat P ] ; 
|| D. Fuller, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, Granger, Greenwood, 


| vote, 


from answering any question, as the mover of 


the resolution and his party try to shield them- || 
Sir, I am in favor of | 


selves from investigation. 
that resolution. 
Mr. GALLOWAY. 
lution on the table. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the yeas 
and nays on that motion; but | would suggest to 


I move to lay the reso- 


the gentleman from Ohio to recall his motion to | 
lay on the table, and let us have a vote directly | 
| on the resolution. 


Mr. GALLOWAY. I withdraw my motion 


to lay on the table, so that we may have a direct 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ap tag 


has withdrawn his motion to lay on the table, 


move the previous question on the resolution. 

Several Members. Report it again. 

The resolution was again reported. 

Mr. GALLOWAY. I submit a question of 
order—that this resolution is a piece of business 
which this House, in its present unorganized 
condition, has no power to transact. I regard 


As I understand | 


the resolution as a piece of clap-trap. ‘I would | 


rely much more on the acts of a man’s life than 
on his declarations. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
to have the yeas and nays on the call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Let us take the 
yeas and nays directly on the resolution. 

Mr. WASHBURN. No; let us have them 
on ordering the previous question. 

Mr. JONES. I am willing to have the y eas 
and nays on every question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KEITT. I want it to be understood that 
the gentleman who says so much about the im- 
propriety of postponing business, (Mr. Wasu- 
BURN, Of eee and who desires to have all 
debate suspended, is the same who now goes for 
postponing the business of the House by prevent- 
ing us coming at once to a direct vote. 

Mr. GROW. I desire to know, for information, 


| whether, if the maifi question be not ordered, the 
| resolution will go over until to-morrow? 


The CLERK. That will be the effect of re- 


| fusing to order the main question. 


The call of the roll was then commenced upon 


| the motion that the main question be now put. 


Mr. MEACHAM.® I move to lay the whole 
subject on the table. 

Mr. ORR. 
eall of the rol} had commenced and a response 
heard. It was therefore too late for the gentleman 
from Vermont to move to lay on the table. 

The CLERK. There had been no response. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Yes, sir; I heard Mr. 
AIken vote distinctly. 

Mr. GROW. 
ground the other day, that a response was not a 
response until the Clerk had heard it. 

he CLERK. The gentleman from Vermont 
rose and addressed the Clerk before the call com- 
menced. 'The Clerk thinks he was not too late. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to lay on the table. 

The yeas and Rays were ordered. 


I rise to a question of order. The || Know his positionsa man who has placed him- 


I believe the Clerk took the | 


The question was then taken on Mr. Mracu- 


amM’s motion; and it was decided in the negative— 
yeas 46, nays 161; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Henry Bennett, Benson, Bing- 


ham, Bishop, Bradshaw, Bufiington, Burlingame, James 
H. Campbell, Clawson, Comins, Dick, Durive, Emrie, Flag- 


| ler, Galloway, Grow, Harlan, Holloway, Thomas R. Hor- | 


ton, Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, Knox, Matteson, MeCar- 
ty,*Meacham, Killian Miller, Morgan, Morriil, Parker, Pea- 
nington, Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Robison, Sage, Sapp, 


| Sherman, Simmons, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Wal- 
| bridge, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Israel Washburn, and | 

Watson—46. 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Ball, Banks, Barbour, Bar- | 
| clay, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 8S. Bennett, Bliss, Bucock, 
Bowie, Boyce, Branch, Brenton, Burnett, Cadwalader, | 
| John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Caruthers, Caskie, 


Chatfee, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. W. Cobb, 


| Colfax, Cox, Cragin, Craige, Cullen, Cumback, Damrell, 


Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, 'Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, 
Denver, De Witt, Dickson, Dowdell, Dunn, Edie, Edmund- 
son, Edwards, Elliott, 
Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Hlenry M. Fuller, Thomas J. 


Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hail, J. Morrison Harris, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, 


English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, | 
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George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Kine. 
Knapp, Knight, Knowlton, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lindle”’ 
Lumpkin, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Ma. 
shall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQue. 
Smith Miller, Millson, Millward. Moore, Mott, Nichol.’ 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Pain,’ 
Pearce, Peck, Pelton, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, Pike, Porter 
Powell, Pringle, Puryear, Quitman, Ready, Rieaud Rich’ 
ardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sabin, Sandidge, Savage’ in 
Samuel AgSmith, William Smith, William R. Smith. net 
Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbot, Taylor Thor’ 
ington, Todd, Trafton, Trippe, Tyson Underwood Vail 
Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Waldron, Warner, Ellibu R 
Washburne, Watkins, Welch, Wheeler, Whitney, wi, 
liams, Winslow, Wood, Woodruff, Woodworth, Danie} B. 
Wright, John V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—161. : 


So the resolution was not laid on the table. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. HOLLOW AY (when his name was called) 
said: I desire to give a reason for the vote I am 
about to give 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [rise toa question of or. 
der. Iam sorry to interrupt the gentleman, but woe 
must begin somewhere. I believe it was decided 





| the other day, that it was not in order to make 


remarks during the calling of the roll. 

The CLERK. That was the decision, but the 
practice has been widely different. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Very well, if no one else 
objects, I will not. Let the gentleman proceed, 

Mr. HOLLOWAY. I thinka very injudicioys 
license has been granted in allowing these diseys. 
sions to go on while votes are being taken. Bur, 
sir, 1 have not before troubled the House with 
remarks, and I desire now to say buta very few 
words. 

I regret very much that the gentleman from 
Tennessee has felt it to be his duty to offer this 
resolution, because I foresee that its effect will 


| be to delay the action of the House in electing q 


Speaker. Froin the commencement of this ses- 
sion up to the present time—for six weeks—we 
have been voting for distinguished gentlemen in 
this House—men whose fame has traveled 
throughout the length and breadth of this land— 
yet now, forsooth, after having been voting for 
them so long, it is proposed to call upon them to 
define their positions. The only inference that 
could be drawn from such a proceeding would 


|| be, that we have been all this time voting for gen- 


tlemen to preside over this House without know- 
ing what position they occupied. Now, sir, that 
is not the position I want to occupy before my 
constituents. 

Why, let me ask if there is a man of intelli- 
gence in this whole country who does not under- 


_ stand thoroughly and fully the position occupied 
| by the distinguished gentleman from Illinois, 


{[Mr. Ricnarpson?] Does anybody want to 


self high above the American people as the advo- 
cate of that great measure which has disturbed 
this country from one extreme to the other? Is 
there a man here who does not understand the 
position of the distinguished gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Banks?] Does any person 
doubt the position of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Futter ?] . 
But, sir, the object of this resolution and its 


_ effect will be to — up a field of debate which 


may prevent the election of Speaker for three or 
four weeks to come. In my opinion the discus- 
sion which has heretofore detained the House 
has been a loss to the country. We are wasting 
the time of the country, which ought to be de- 
voted to the transaction of more important busi- 
ness. 

I will not detain the House by going into the 
matter further. I believe itis the duty of the 
House of Representatives to vote, and to vote on, 
until our votes shall be so expressed as to effect 
the election of a Speaker to preside over our de- 
liberations. What is the resolution? It is to call 
on gentlemen to express their opinions—opinions 
that are already known to every man in the 
country of ordinary—of the slightest intelligence. 
I hope that the resolution will be laid on the table, 
and that we shall go on voting, and continue 
vote, until we succeed. I vote ay. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Louisiana. Mr. Clerk, I 
desire to say that the resolution before the House 
meets my full and hearty concurrence. And,si', 
while I shall vote against the motion to lay 00 
the table, with the intention of voting for the 
adoption of the resolution if I shall have the op- 


|| portunity, I think it is proper that I should state 
Hickman, Hoffman, Vaicntine B. Horton, Houston, Jewett, , that, in my view, the matter comes before us at 
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a time which would seem to be extremely objec- | 
tion ible—under circumstances which would cer- || 
tainly not be likely to promote the accomplish- 
ment of the object 1 would seem to have in view. || 

This House has now been engaged for many 
weeks in voting for Speaker. The gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. ZLOLLICOFFER | ae has 
yoted upwards of a hundred times for a Particular 
candidate. Now, sir, the pone which the 
House has presented shows that the members of 
the House have had such an acquaintance with 
the views of the candidates they have been voting 
for, as satisfied them in relation to the course 
he y have pursued, | 

The principle enunciated in the resolution, that 
when a candidate presents himself before the pub- 
lic for office, it becomes him, when called upon by | 
the electors, to give expression to his views upon 
such questions as will enable those electors to 
arrive at a proper determination as to the qualifi- 
cations of the men for whom they are to cast 
their suffrages, is undoubtedly sound. But the 
object of this resolution must be something else 
besides the mere obtaining of the information 
referred to from these gentlemen. The time of 
offering it shows this. It is offered, 1 presume, 
with the view of producing some effect upon some 
of the parties in this House. It would certainly 
seem to be designed to have some effect upon the 
Democratic party of the House, or at least upon 
the Democratic party of the country. But, before 
yoting, | wish to say, that to my mind the attempt 
will be futile, for the single reason that it is of- 
fered by a gentleman who has voted for the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Futier,] who, 
when questioned upon the principle involved in 
the Kansas and Nebraska bill, was compelled to 
do like him 

** Who could divide 
A hair between the north and northeast side,”’ 

to satisfy his supporters; while the candidate 
for whom the members of the Democratic party 
have been voting is a gentleman who stood at 
the head of that party in the House which passed 
the bill, and was chiefly instrumental in carrying 
itthrough. Under these circumstances, it strikes 
me—and [ say it with all due respect—that the 
temper displayed by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee who proposes the resolution and his friends, 
when they refuse the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Ricuarpson,] and take the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Futier,] is @imilar to that 
of the members of a certain sect spoken of in 
Scripture, who would strain at a gnat and yet 
could swallow a camel. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I have no ob- 
jection to the principle expressed in that resolu- 
tion, though I shall vote to lay it on the table, 
because [ do not believe in the propriety of adopt- 
ing resolutions of that kind. I do not think it is 
the business of this House to declare their belief 
in the Christian religion, nor in the Declaration 
of Independence. 1 do not believe it is their 


business to pass such resolutions as this. Jt is 
our duty to go on and vote for Speaker. I vote 


in favor of laying on the table. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. If a resolution were 
to be introduced declaring that all men are free 
and equal, | wonder if the gentleman from Maine 
would vote to lay it on the table? 

The CLERK. The House has refused to lay 
the resolution on the table, and the question re- 
curs on ordering the main question to be now put. 
The yeas and nays are lelared. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I withdraw the 
call for the previous question, in order that I may 
submit the following resolution as an amendment 
to the one now under consideration: 

Resolved, That all political organizations in a free Gov- 
ernment like that of the United States are wrong. 

I now renew the call for the previous question. | 
Mr. WASHBURN. I move to lay the whole 
subject on the table. [Cries of ‘* Withdraw the | 
resolution !’? ** Hold on to it!’’] 
_Mr. JONES. I withdraw the call for the pre- 
vious question, to say that, at the request of my | 
friends, who are apprehensive that the whole | 
Subject may be laid on the table on account of 
the amendment, I withdraw the amendment, and 
renew the call for the previous question on the 
original proposition. (Ories of ** That is right!”’ , 

Now for the vote!” 


Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. My friend 


need not be at all apprehensive that the subject || 
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may be laid on the table. One hundred and sixty- 
one voted against laying the original proposition 
on the table. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. LTappeal to the gentleman 
from Tennessee to withdraw his call for the pre- 
vious question, so that we who desire to may be 


| heard in reference to this very important propo- 


sition. I am anxious that it may be discussed. 


_ I would like to give my own views of the matter; 


and there are others who would be glad if they 


| had an opportunity of being heard on it. 


Mr. JONES. Ido not withdraw the call for 
the previous question. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I hope, then, that the pre- 
vious question will be voted down. 
The CLERK. The call for the previous ques- 
tion has received a second, and the question is on 


| ordering the main question to be now put. 


Mr. GREENWOOD. I would ask the gen- 
tleman who called for the yeas and nays on order- 
ing the main question to be now put, that he will 
withdraw it, and let us, as it is the expressed 
wish of the House, go to a direct vote on the 


| proposition. 


Several Members. I object. 

Mr.SNEED. Willit be in order to submit the 
resolution of my colleague [Mr. Jones] by way 
of an amendment to the original proposition? 

The CLERK. It is not in order. The call 
for the previous question cuts off all amendment. 

Mr. GROW. If the main question is not or- 
dered to be now put, what will be the effect of 
the vote on the proposition which is before us? 
Will amendments then be in order? 

The CLERK. The 4ffect will be to postpone 
the consideration of the resolution until to-mor- 
row. 

The question was taken on ordering the main 
question to be now put, and it was-agreed to— 
yeas 140, nays 63; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Ball, Banks, Barclay, 
Jarksdale, Bell, Hendley S. Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Wil 
liamson R. W. Cobb, Cox, Craige, Cullen, Damrell, David 
son, Henry Winter Davis, Timothy Davis, Day, Denver, 
De Witt, Dickson, Dowdell, Dunn, Edie, Edmundson, Ed 
wards, Elliott, English, Etheridge, Eustis, Evans, Faulkner, 
Florence, Foster, Henry M. Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Gilbert, Goode, Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, 
J. Morrison Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, 
Harrison, Haven, Herbert, Hickman, Hoffman, Houston, 
Jewett, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, 
Knapp, Knight, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, 
Lumpkin, Mace, Alexander K. Marshall, Humphrey Mar- 


| shail, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, McMullin, McQueen, 
| Smith Miller, Milison, Millward, Moore, Mott, Nichols, 


Norton, Andrew Oliver, Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Peck, 
Penningtén, Pettit, Pheips, Porter, Powell, Pringle, Pur- 


year, Quitman, Reade, Ready, Ricaud, Richardson, Rivers, | 


Robbins, Ruffin, Sandidge, Savage, Scott, Samuel A. Smith, 
William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, Spinner, Ste 


| phens, Stewart, Talbott, Taylor, Thorington, Todd, Trippe, 


‘'yson, Underwood, Vail, Vafk, Waldron, Warner, Ellihu 
B. Washburne, Watkins, Welch, Wheeler, Whitney, 


| Williams, Winslow, Woodworth, Daniel B. Wright, John 
| V. Wright, and Zollicoffer—140. 


|| Colfax, Comins, Cumback, Dean, Dick, 
| Emrie, Galloway, Giddings, Granger, Grow, Harlan, Hol- 


NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buffing 
ton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Chaffee, Clawson, 
Dodd, Durfee, 


loway, Thomas R. Horton, Vagentine B. Horton, Howard, 
Hughston, Kelsey, Knowiton, Matteson, McCarty, Meach 
am, Morgan, Morrill, Parker, Pearce, Pelton, Pike, Purvi- 
ance, Ritchie, Robison, Sabin, Sage, Sapp, Sherman, Sim- 
mons, Stanton, Stranahan, Tappan, Thurston, Wade, 
Wakeman, Walbridge, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, Watson, Wood, and Woodrufi—63. 


So the main question was ordered to be now 
mut on the proposition of the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Pending the above call, 


Mr. COMINS (when his name was called) said: | 


Mr. Clerk, I do not wish to be understood as 
being opposed to the principle involved in the 
resolution before the ty under ordinary cir- 
circumstances, I vote against the resolution now, 
because I contend that it does not present a fair 
issue. I look upon it as a clap-trap by which 
tion. Iam opposed to it, because I am not will- 
ing to vote for any man to occupy the Speaker’s 
chair whose opinions are not already well enough 
known, and who has not already a reputation as 


a statesman sufficient to entitie him to the respect | 


and confidence of this House. I vote no. 


Mr. MAXWELL (when his name was called) | 


| rose and said: Mr. Clerk, I desire to submit a few 


' 


| remarks by way of reason for the vote which I 
I vote for this resolution, in the | 


shall now give. 
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first place, because I approve of it. I vote for ix 
next because I find in it an indorsement of the 
position and action of the Democratic party, 
which has been so vehemently denounced by the 
party which jas put forward this resolution. I 
am glad to fiud, sir, that in the denunciations 
which they h#xied against us for setting forth b 
our caucus riiolutions the principles b which 
we intend to rct here, they admit now that they 
were wrong. I will not remind gentlemen of 
the questionings and cross-questionings, misun- 
derstandings and repentings; and spectacles of 
ainful suspense and doubt which might have 
een spared if other gentlemen had chosen to do 
likewise. We-chose, sir, to act differently from 
others; and |*t-;ne say here that the responsibility 
for the waste of time in this Hall in this way 
must be on those who entered on their duties 
here, and who have continued in them, without 
any such distinct declaration of principles as 
would enable us to fix them, or they to fix each 
other in their proper places. 

In ordinary times, this might have been unim- 
portant and unnecessary; but in.a time like this, 
when we look forward to an unprecedented trial 
of our institutions, and when one absorbing, vital 
question has risen to a height to overshadow all 
others, I take it to have been the part of wisdom 
to leave nothing to uncertain inference. I am 
glad that the gentleman who has announced to us 
on this floor, that he was prevented from uniting 
with the Democratic party more because of the 
adeption of our resolution in caucus than the prin- 
ciples which it announced, feels it necessary that 
he should back down from that position, and now 
come forward and indorse and justify before the 
country the action of that Democratic party in 
caucus. Believing that we were right, and that 
he ought to have commenced in the same way, f 
will vote for the resolution, and give itmy hearty 
support. ; 

Mr.ZOLLICOFFER. The gentleman is mis- 
taken in his statement of the position which I 
assumed on the oceasion to which he hagyeferred. 

Mr. MAXWELL. I understood the gentle- 
man to say several days ago—and members will 
remember the emphatic earnestness with which 
he spoke—that the Democratic party had adopt- 
ed a resolution of such a character that he could 
not vote for the candidate of that party without 
a forfeiture of self-respect, until that resolution 
announcing our principles was withdrawn. | 
only mean to say now, that, if I understood him 
correctly, he says that we were not only right in 
enunciating our principles, but that the time has 
come, after six weeks of vain effort to elect a 
Speaker, when he thinks that everybody else 
ought to be brought forward on principle. That 
is all I intend to say. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. It strikes me that the 
rentleman’s inference from what I said to the 
House the other day is rather a remarkable one. 
I offer a resolution declaring, in my opinion, that 
itis the duty of gentlemen who aspire to office 
to answer frankly and fully all questions put to 
them affecting the political principles involved in 
such election. The objection to the Demoeratis 
caucus resolution was, that it stigmatized me and 
the gentlemen with whom I act, as being willing 
to deprive a portion of the American people of 
their civil and religious rights. I objected to x 
further, because I thought, in the present tendency 
to organize two great sectional geographical par- 
ties, the resolution making the affirmative of one of 
the most exciting sectional questions before the 
country a mere party position, was inopportune. 
I retract nothing of that position; and | wonder 


| how itis possible that the gentleman can infer, 


from anything that I have said, that I have backed 
down from it. : 
Has my time expired ? 


The CLERK. It has. 


|| Mr. MAXWELL. I would like to say a word 


candidates are to be put up and struck off at auc- 


in response to the gentleman. I understood the 
gentleman to complain of us for adopting that 
platform. I now find him coming forward with 
a resolution which implies that it would have 
been a very proper thing in every other party of 
the House to a opt a platform. He said that he 
regarded our resolution as a stigma on him and 
the party with which he acted. Why, sir, is 
there anything in that resolution of which he hac 
not a previous knowledge? “I doubt not that on 
every stump where he met his opponent during 
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the last canvass, he found him announcing the 
same things published in that resolution. Surely 
my friend does not want to be understood here 
that he merely objects to our saying what he 
knew before, and that he was stigmatized by our 
using it? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. i 
to make any further reply. I objected at the time 
to the positions taken in that platform. I see 
one candidate frankly and fully answering every 
question which is put to him. I see the other 
two candidates covering themselves up, because 
they are candidates, and refusing to answer ques- 
tions put to them. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I agree with the gen- 
tlernan that itis proper for me to answer all ques- 
tions fairly and frankly, and I have done so. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I have now presented 
certain interrogatories in writing to the gentleman 
from Illinois. If it is proposed to propound them 
to the other candidates, I would be glad that they 
might be furnished with copies of them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to offer a substi- 
tute for the resotution, which I will read; and, in 
order that I may have an opportunity of offering 
it, | shall vote against the previous question now. 
It is this: 

Resolved, That the only tests of the opinions of any can- 
didate for public office are his votes and acts; and that no 
man ought to occupy the high position of Speaker of this 
House whose opinions on important political questions are 


s0 unknown that it is necessary to examine him as a wit- 
ness. 


¥or the purpose of offering that as an amend- 
ment, and hoping the main question will not be 
ordered, I vote no. 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called) 
said: I take this occasion to explain very briefly 
why Iam opposed to the resolution. am op- 
posed to it on principle. It is destructive of the 
representative character, and would convert Rep- 
resentatives into mere slaves. But that is not 
the worst of it: Representatives are assembled 
together for the purpose of deliberation and com- 
parison of ideas, and not for the purpose of each 
man bringing with him a set of fixed prejudices 
from home. The true representative character 
is to have certain general principles known to the 
constituency, without writing letters or commit- 
ting them to paper. 

Then, sir, | have another objection to it. We 
all know that there are some persons—there are 
some here from my own State—who were strongly 
of the opinion, two years ago, that the Missouri 
compromise ought to be restored, and so certified 
in letters, which I can produce and quote, and 
yet they have changed their sentiments since then, 
and have gone over to the other party. Now, I 
want to keep the door open. I do not want to 
compel persons to commit moral treason, and 
have it said by their constituents that they prom- 
ised one thing and performed another. If we 
would just give every one the right to be account- 
able only for general principles, and to preserve 
the true representative character here, and, after 
hearing the opinions and arguments of others, be 
at liberty to vote as the constituents of all of us 
would if they were here, then I should have no 
objection to it. But to adopta principle by which 
a person is to be commitéed to a particular opinion, 
uncompared with others, and then sent to a de- 
liberative body, is an absurdity, and repugnant 
tomy ideas. Somebody has got to change, unless, 
by a mathematical impossibility, they should all 
ieee to coincide. 

Now, sir, after we have voted for gentlemen a 
hundred times, it is gravely proposed, at this late 
day, to inquire what are their opinions on certain 
questions, It seems to me that we should make 
ourselves ridiculous, if, after votine a hundred 
times for the same candidates, and knowing them, 
as the whole country does, we were to put cate- 
chetical questions to them on simple elementary 
doctrines. I vote no. 

The result of the vote was then announced, as 
recorded above. 

Mr. STANTON, 
now adjourn. 

The motion was disagreed to. 





I deem, it unnecessary || 


| Dean, Denver, 


I move that this House do 


The question recurred—will the House agree 


to the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee, [ Mr. Zo.Licorren?] 
Mr. GREENWOOD. 1 call for the yeas and 


nays, 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 





i] 
" 


Mr. PAINE. I would inquire whether the | that 
| grap 


| 
P | 
It was with- | 


amendment offered by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Jones] is pending? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
drawn. 


Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. I thought 


the gentleman said that he would offer if agai. | 


Why, that is the very pith of the whole thing. 
[Laughter. ] 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 155, nays 38; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Ball, Banks, Barbour, 


. 


Bliss, Bocock, Bowie, Boyce, Sranch, Brenton, Burnett, | 


Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Lewis D. Campbell, Ca- 
ruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Howell Cobb, Williamson R. 
W. Cobb, Colfax, Cox, Craige, 
rell, Davidson, Henry Winter Davis, Tunothy Davis, Day, 
Elliott, Emrie, English, 


Edmundson, Edwards, 


Cullen, Cumback, Dam- | 


be Witt, Dickson, Dowdell, Dunn, Edie, | 
Ether- | 


idge, Bustis, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, Foster, Henry | 


M. Fuller, Thomas 


Greenwood, Augustus Hall, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, 


J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Gilbert, Goode, | 


Sampson W. Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Harrison, Hick- | 


man, Hoffman, Valentine B. Horton, Houston, Jewett, 
George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kennett, Kidwell, Knapp, 
Knight, Knox, Lake, Leiter, Letcher, Lindley, Lump- 
kin, Humphrey Marshall, Samuel 8. Marshall, Maxwell, 
MeMullin, McQueen, Smith Miiler, 
Moore, Morrill, Mott, Nichols, 
Mordecai Oliver, Orr, Paine, Parker, Peck, Pelton, Phelps, 
Porter, Powell, Pringle, Puryear, Quitman, Reade, Ready, 
Richardson, Rivers, Ruffin, Rust, Sabin, Sandidge, Sav- 
age, Seott, William Smith, William R. Smith, Sneed, 
Spinner, Stephens, Stewart, Swope, Talbott, Tappan, 
Taylor, Thorington, Todd, Trippe, Tyson, Underwood, 
Vail, Valk, Wade, Wakeman, Waldron, Warmer, Cad- 
walader C. Washburne, Ellihu 


Millson, Millward, | 
Norton, Andrew Oliver, | 


B. Washburme, Watkins, | 


Welch, Wheeler, Whitney,’ Williams, Winslow, Wood- | 


ruff, Woodworth, Daniel B. Wright, John V. Wright, and 
Zollicoffer—1L55. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Henry Bennett, Benson, Brad- 
shaw, Buffington, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Chaf- 
fee, Clawson, Comins, Cragin, Duriee, Flagler, Galloway, 
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| great geographical parties. 


| supporter of the principles of the Nebraska bij] 
Barelay, Barksdale, Bell, Hendley 8. Bennett, Bingham, || ; 





__%anuary 11, 


a to the organization of two great goo. 
rical parties in this country, that that partic. 
ular action of the Democratic party of adopting 
that resolution at this time, under these circum. 
stances, as a mere party position upon one of the 
most exciting public questions before the Ameri. 
can peondg, was inopportune and impolitic, becaysp 
it did tend to promote the organization of twa 
I will further explain 
to the gentleman. I ama Nebraska man; I voted 
for the Nebraska bill earnestly, and believin 
that it was my duty to do so; and I am as firm 


° 
5 
a 


as I understand it, as is the gentleman from Lov. 
isiana, or any other gentleman; but, sir, I belieye 


| that in view of the strong tendenc¥ to the forma. 


tion of two great geographigal parties, it is my 
duty, as a Representative upon this floor, under 
the circumstances which surround us, to endeavor 
to take a position which, while maintaining the 
constitutional rights of every section of the Union. 
would be as near a constitutional, national, middle 
position in its character as possible, enabling 
northern and southern men to stand together jn 
the maintenance of the Constitution and the 


| Union. This Nebraska bill having, by the course 


of the Democratic party, assumed something of 
a party aspect, I do not deem it necessary to take 
an affirmative party position upon it, throwing 

g 


}, the gauntlet to the balance of the world, in organ. 


izing this House. 


Mr. DAVIDSON. 


I desire to ask the gentle. 


|; man, if he does not think the Kansas bill does 


protect the interest of every section of this country: 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Ido. When [see the 


| Supporters of the Nebraska bill differing so widely 
/among themse'ves; when I have seen that bill 


Granger, Grow, Haven, Holloway, Thomas R. Horton, }} 
Howard, Hughston, Kelsey, Knowlton, Matteson, Mc- | 
Carty, Morgan, Pennington, Purvianece, Robbins, Sage, | 
Sapp, Simmons, Stanton, Stranahan, Thurston, Walbridge, | 


Israel Washburn, Watson, and Wood—38. 
So the resolution was agreed to. 


While the roll was being called, the following 
remarks were made: 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Pennsylvania, (who, | 


owing to the confusion, was very imperfectly | 


heard, when his name was called) said: I deem 
it proper, Mr. Clerk, to give the reasons for the 


i 


sustained in the North because it was a measure 
in favor of freedom, and. in the South because it 
was asouthern measure; when I see the Demo. 
cratic party come up and take a mere party posi- 
tion on that question; when I see men standing 
together in advocacy of that measure who differ 


| So widely in their interpretations of it, and select 


| as a candidate for the speakership a man who is 


vote Lamaboutto cast. I will not stop to inquire | 
whether the members of this great body are pre- | 


pared to stultify themselves by declaring, by the 
passage of that resolution, that they have voted 
for gentlemen upon the floor of this Howse over 
a hundred times, without knowing the principles 
they profess. Nor will | stop now to call atten- 


floor of this House, to answer interrogatories put 
to him, upon the ground that he was a candidate 
for the honors of this House, and, therefore, not 
upon an equality with his questioner. I merely 
desire to say that I am prepared to take the 


upon the record on the points which I make in my 
interrogations this morning,—I feel it is my duty 
to disclose such facts. 

Mr DAVIDSON. I would ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee, if the so-called American party 
does not differgs widely before the country upon 
that question aS the Democratic party does ? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I may not hear the 
gentleman distinctly, but I have not attempted to 
make the Nebraska bill a party question; and I 
voted with gentlemen who differed with me widely 


|| upon other questions; and I think it wrong now 
tion to the fact, that the honorable gentleman from | 
Illinois [Mr. Ricnarpson] refused, upon the | 


responsibility of voting against that resolution. | 


I do it with the distinct declaration that I am in 
favor of the sentimen®embodied in the proposi- 
tion. 


{ have never voted for a candidate in my || 


life, either for an important office, or for a subor- | 
dinate one, without knowing his views and senti- | 


ments upon the political issues of the day. 
am opposed to all further discussion; | want to 
proceed with the business of this House. I am 
sincere in that wish. Iam in favor of moving 
directly to the election of a Speaker; and I there- 
fore vote no. 

Mr. DAVIDSON (when his name was called) 
said: I desire to ask thé gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Zoiiicorrer] a question. In reply- 
ing to the gentleman from Florida [Mr. Max- 
wet] he remarked that the Democratic party 
had gone before the country on a sectional issue. 
I desire to ask him if he considers the abolish- 
ment of the Missouri line a sectional issue? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I made a statement 
of my position some days ago. Perhaps that 
gentleman and others do not correctly understand 
what that position is, and I am glad the gentle- 
man from Louisiana has given me an opportunity 
to explain it. I did not regard the repeal of the 
Missouri restriction as a sectional question; but 
I believe, in view of the history of the legislation 
of this Government within the last two years; 
and of the strong tendency in public events within 


But I | 





een 


to make it a sectional party ea 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I concur in the 


general sentiments of that resolution. In an ear- 


|| lier period of the session, however, I should have 


voted against it, as an abstraction inapplicable 
to the precise position of affairs in this body. I 
shall vote for it now, in order that all candidates 
here may stand before the House upon an even 
footing. ‘There are three prominent candidates 


| before the House—the honorable gentleman from 





| into which al 


Pennsylvania, | Mr. Futier,] the honorable gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson,] and the 
honorable gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Banks.] By aseries of sharp and pressing inter- 
rogatories, the honorable gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Futier] has been required to 
state his whole political position upon the _ 
tion which now constitutes the difficulty which 
lies in the way of the organization of this House. 
The difficulty which presents itself is the errot 

f gentlemen have fallen, in supposing 
that any political issue can be made upon the 
election of any presiding officer of this body. 
Upon that question, sir, I have no politics. 1 can 
vote for any gentleman into whose hands I be- 
lieve the interests, the dignity, and the honor of 
this country will be safe. But, since gentlemen 
upon the other side of the House have seen fit to 
throw obstacles in the way of the election of the 
gentleman for whom I have cast my vote, becaus® 
of my personal confidence in him I am not con- 
tent that other gentlemen shall carry away larg? 
bodies of votes in this House in the dark. The 
honorable gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricward- 
son] may now be willing to answer questions 
which have been put to him; and the honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Ban«s,] for 
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cht | know, may follow his example; but for 
> five weeks of this session already elapsed 
+ of these gentlemen have intimated that 
they were ready to imitate the example of Mr. 
Fruer. The only questions relative to and per- 
taining to the duties of the chair, which have 
been propounded in this House to any gentleman, 
were propounded by the honorable gentleman 
front Ohio to the honorable gentleman from Illi- 
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nois, [Mr. ae the Democratic candi- | 


date, asking if he would pledge himself, in the 
event of his being elected Speaker of this House, 
to carry out the parliamentary law requiring the 
organization of the committees of this House 
in accordance with the known sentiments of a 
majority of the House. To that there was no 


reply, excepting ‘** we do not stand upon an even | 


footing; | am a candidate, you are not.”’ 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Permit me to make a 


remark justat thispoint. I say now, if the ques- 
tion were at this time propounded to me as to 
how I was to administer the duties of that place, 
| should not reply. 1 am ready to reply to polit- 
jeal questions. Neither should I make a 
pledges to any man as to how he should be placed, 
or where he should be placea’ though by so doing 
] should obtain that chair in a moment. 

Mr. DAVIS. The precise question, and the 
only question which has been asked in this body, 


appertained to the duties of the chair; and to that | 
question we have now a reply which does not | 
enlighten us as to what would be the course of | 


that honorable gentleman, should he be finally 
placed in the chair. 


It was a direct question as | 


to whether he would carry out the general par- | 


liamentary law, by so organizing the committees 
as to place men upon them who reflect the senti- 
ments of the majority of this House; and not at 


all a question as to whether he would put one gen- | 


tleman or another upon the committees. That is 


a pertinent question, because it is possible that | 


that gentlemen may be elected to fill that chair, 
and he represents a minority of this House upon 
many pomts. The honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] availed himself of 
that reply for the purpose of refusing to answer 
another question almostas pertinent. I see that, 


since then, questions have been answered by the | 
gentleman for whom I have voted [Mr. Futter, || 


of Pennsylvania] frankly and honorably; and as 
other gentlemen have not, up to this time, taken 
that position, I, although oppos@ to the whole 


system of making this a political question, am re- | 


solved that, so far as my vote can effect that pur- 
pose, all gentlemen who are candidates here will 
declare where they stand. I vote for the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. ORR. 
to my friend from Maryland, [Mr. Davis.] 
seems, in the course of. his remarks, to intimate 
that injustice has been done to the gentleman for 
whom he has been voting, in consequence of his 
having answered a question. 

Mr. DAVIS. Not at all. 

Mr. ORR. It will be recollected by the House 
that the question propounded to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Fc_ier] was propounded 
by one of his own political friends—the gentle- 
man from Alabama, [Mr. Waker]; and this 
was done with a view of justifying that candidate. 
lhe gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Davis] can 
have, therefore, no cause of complaint, because 


his candidate stands committed before the House, | 


and no other candidate has answered the same 
questions. 

Mr. DAVIS. I need no apology for the hon- 
orable gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Fet- 
Ler) having made known his position. Still I 
was not anxious for him to do so. I vote upon 
my own knowledge now and ever. He was in- 


terrogated by half a dozen gentlemen around | 


him—by the honorable gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. Wasusurn] among others. 
A Memser. whom first ? 
Mr. DAVIS. I do not recollect by whom first. 
The CLERK. The Clerk must remind the gen- 
tleman from Maryland that debate is not in order. 
Mr. DOWDELL (on his name being called) 


THE CO 
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| allotted me expired. Although I have no appre- 


hension that any party in this country committed 
to proscription or persecution of individuals for 
religious opinions, or on account of the place of 
their birth, will, if the fact be known, ever control 
its legislation, yet 1 must confess that there is 
danger, if those who seek power are permitted to 
conceal opinions. In this country, where every 
individual is a sovereign—each an atom of that 
great aggregate mass whose united public opin- 
10n under constitutional limits makes and executes 
laws, | hold it to be the duty of each and all to 
communicate freely—to withhold nothing the one 
from the other—to conceal no opinion, principle, 
or position politically affecting the interests of the 
country. This Lregard absolutely necessary, in 
order that every citizen may properly and under- 
standingly discharge his duty. Why, sir, se- 
crecy in regard to politica! tenets contradicts the 
fundamental idea of a Democratic Government. 
If, then, every citizen is entitled to know the politi- 
cal opinions of hismeighbor, much more is he en- 
titled to those opinions when they are to become 
his own through a Representative—when they are 
to find expression in laws enacted, and force in 
laws executed. 

In voting for the pending resolution, I simply 
indorse What I esteem a sound principle—a sate 
practice. By the results of the questions to be 
propounded under it, 1 do not expect to be en- 
lightened; but the country will have facts and 
opinions placed before it in a more authoritative 
form, coming from the candidates of the various 
parties in this House, than having to rely simply 
upon the declarations of respective friends. | 
do not see why any should oppose its adoption. 
The office of Speaker of the House is high and 
responsible. ‘There are contingencies set forth 
in the Constitution, upon the happening of which 
it may become the highest post in the Govern- 
ment. Let opportunity be afforded for complete 
and full development—for questions to be asked 
and answered, until all are satisfied—the country 
satisfied. It is needless for me to repeat in word 
what | have expressed by more than a hundred 
votes—that I prefer for the speakership the gal- 
lant statesman from Illinois, |Mr. Ricnarpson. | 
It is not for the purpose of getting at his opinions 
that I wish to see the resolution passed. 
that he stands upon safe and sure ground. He 
is a national Democrat, willing to deal justly 
with all sections of the Union—according to both 
States and -individuals their full constitutional 
rights. He stood upon the Kansas and Nebras- 


| ka act—sthat great measure which asserted that 
| the people ought to be allowed to govern them- 


e ° | 
I should like to make a suggestion || 


He | 


selves, subject only to the Constitution. Upon 
this principle the Democratic party have planted 
its standard, and under its folds all the conserva- 
tism and national men of the Union will rally; 
and upon this they will succeed and*preserve the 
integrity of this great Republic. 

Now, sir, | doubt not but that each. member 
may know the position of his own candidate; 


| but, sir, | want the constituents, the people, to 
| know the position of the candidates from the can- 


didates themselves. I wnt the people to know 


| clearly how all stand upon the great and leading 


| question which will enter into the next elections, 
_and decide, in my humble opinion, the a 


|| of this country. 


Sir, upon this great and leac 


| ing question, the gentlemen composing what is 


|| deepl 


called the Black Republican party, have taken 
position sectional in character, and aggressive 
towards the South. I want the lines clearly de- 
fined and drawn early, which divide parties, in 
order that the people of all sections, who are 

fotennetell ie preserving this Government, 


| may know with which to ally themselves—may 
| know whether their influence is wielded to pull 


said: Before recording my vote, I wish to make | 


aremark, not however for the purpose of justify- 
ing the vote which I shall give--tor | am astonished 
to find any gentleman opposed to the passage of 
the resolution—but to finish what I should have 


|| whole section. 
said when last on the floor, had not the time | 


down or build up. As I have said before, I 
have but little fear of the Know Nothing party; 


/not that I do not regard some of its principles 


odious, and its whole tendency dangerous, but, 
asin my judgment it attacks individual rights, ap- 
pertaining to every citizen, North, Easi, South, 
and West, of course, sooner or later, it must go 
down; all will become interested in opposing its 
principles, when made to understand that they 
are injurious to themselves. Not so with the 
Black Republican perty. Sectional and fanatic, 
it ts bent upon the destruction of the rights of a 
It threatens to do that which ean- 
not be done without being followed by a speedy 
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| dissolution of these States. I make free to declare 
my opinion, not hy way of threatening, but, | trust, 
as a patriot, who desires the best interests of his 
country, that if the gentlemen who are in a ma- 
jority in this House fairly represent the section 
of the Union from which they come,—if they are 
the types of norshern majorities, and the principles 
which I undersiad them to profess shall become 
the settled gpinions of controlling majorities in 
the northern Nmces, and shall be attergpted to be 
made law in thas country, through the forms of 
Federal legislation, then the continued Union of 
these States v¢;i! be an impossibility, or, if pos- 
sible, the great>st curse which could be inflicted 
upon my peop I make no threats. I say what 
I most verily | lieve. L speak because I love the 
Union of the Constitution. I love it for its mem- 
ories—for the kallowed recollections of the mar- 
tyrs who died) in the struggle to transmit its 
principles to us—-for its present blessings, which 
I hope may be x ontinued to the latest generation. 
Sir, I want t!* people to know who desires to 
preserve it—wyic pursues a course calculated to 
destroy it. I shall therefore vote not only for 
this resolution, but facilitate all inquiries after 
truth. I vote.av. 

Mr. GIDDINGS (on his name being called) 
said: In givia?y the vote which I intend to give 
on this question, | ask the attention of the House 
for a few minntes. That resolution expresses 
the sentiment which, from my youth ap, | have 
cultivated and-cherished. It is, that no man shall 
ask another to vote for him who is unwillin# to 
unfold the while sentiments of his heart on every 
political question on which he may be called toact. 
Never, never, sir, have L placed myself before the 
people of the *puntry, or district, where | would 
secrete from them a single thought of my eoul. 
It was in that view, and with that sentiment in 
my heart, that, on the 18th of this month, | pro- 
pounded the respectful question which t'did to 
the candidate of the Democratic party. I felt that 
it was due to that party that it should have a 
candidate here who would avow his sentiments 
and principles I felt that the honor of the gentle- 
man himself [‘3ir. Rrcnarpson] was at stake. 

A Memper®. What question was it? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I felt that the honor of his 

r arty—standine before the country was hazarded 
by his silence, As was well remarked by the 
gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. Davts,} | pro- 
pounded questions which I deemed pertinent to 
the j | «sked him how he would act if 

| elected to the *peakership? But more dumb than 
Balaam’s ass, | could extract nothing from him. 
He, sir, has keen voted for by his party some 
seventy times® since that refusal. They have 
tolerated his ailence, encouraged his withholding 
his sentiments, and indorsed him to the world; 
but now, at this late day, they are in favor of 
the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Zoirrcorrer.| That is an 
evidence of progress. It shows that they are 
coming up to the times. ‘They virtually condemn 
him by voting that it is against the fundamental 
principles of the Government for a candidate to 
remain silent and withhold his sentiments. I con- 
gratulate the Republican party—I congratulate 
the country, on the progress which the Demo- 
eratic party ig making. [Laughter.] ‘They are 
now, acter a. six-weeks’ effort to organize the 
House, willing to adopt one of the fundamental 
principles of popular Governments. Sir, they 
have progressed more rapidly within the last 
weeks than ever I knew them to do in the same 
space of time. [Laughter.] 

But, sir, [ am rejoiced to see my friend from 
Alabama, over the way, [Mr. Dowvext,]| coming 
out in condemnation of his candidate, as he has 
done, in uttering sentiments of the most seathing 
rebuke for his having preserved silence. | rejoice 
to hear him declare that such silence is in oppo- 
sition to the whole fundamentai principles of our 
Government. I agree most fully with that gen- 
tleman, [laughter,] and | indorse him to the coun- 
try. He has shown the honest sentiments of a 
patriot oa this point. I could have wished, how- 
ever, that he had withheld some of that language 

| stigmatizing those opposed to him. I wifl meet 
that gentleman at Philippi, (laughter,| after we 
shall have elected a Speaker. Still I rejoice, and 
tender to him my thanks that he spoke the sen- 
timents which I suppose every freeman of the 
North has cherished from his early childhood, 
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I therefore vote for the resolution. T want to 
see the Democratic party dodge back again after 
its adoption, and support a man who will not then 
answer the questions which have heretofore been 
propounded to him. I desire to see them place 
themselves in that position before the country. 
With these opinions and sentiments, Mr. Clerk, 
I vote ay. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Clerk, I am, it is | 
true, like Balaam, while in the presence of the | 
gentleman from Ohio, {Mr. Gipines.] [let the | 
ass speak. [Roars of laughter. ] 

Mr. GROW. For the first time since I have 
had the honor of a seat on this floor, I rise to 
explain a vote; and I should not do it now but 
for the fact, that many gentlemen with whom I 
have been acting seem, from their votes, to take 
an entirely different view of this resolution, and 
the proper action on it for this House, from my- 
self. I recognize this House not as a political 
caucus, to lay down platforms and political creeds. 
J have voted against all such resolutions, during 
my term of service, a8 out of place. If there are 
any men here who have been voting for the last 
six weeks for a Speaker, without reasons sufli- 
ciently satisfactory to themselves for their votes, 
they had better resign and go home. Sir, for my- | 
self, | am satisfied with the votes I have given, 
nor do | expect my course of action to be in any 
way affected by this resolution. It simply de- 
clares that the elector has the right to know the 
opinions of the candidate for whom he is to vote. | 
'T1® doctrine is a correct one. But in this case 
we are the electors, and make such selections of | 
candidates as we please, and vote for them with 
or without information, as we like, responsible 
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to our constituents for our votes only, not for our || 
means of knowledge, or the correctness of our || 


opinions. 
selves alone, and not to our constituents. 


We 


are answerable to them as to the judiciousness |, 


of our selections of candidates, and not as to the 
information that satisfies our judgment. 

Then, sir, in passing this resolution, if it mean | 
anything more than a simple declaration of a | 
sound principle, we present the humiliating spec- | 
tacle of a set of men who have been voting here | 
for six weeks in the dark, and we have only just | 
found it out. 

Sir, if the majority ora plurality of this House | 
will permit aie to be diverted from the | 
main object they have in view by propositions | 
introduced by the minority, then you may sit till 
doomsday without accomplishing anything. If 
every proposition that is plausible is to be taken | 
up and considered, no matter whether it pertains 
to the legitimate business of the House or not, 
then there will be plausible propositions enough 
to consume the whole time. I have no objection | 
to the principles set forth in that resolution; but 
this is not the place for mere declarations of nat- 
ural or constitutional rights, but to legislate, and 
that alone. Noram I to be diverted from what | 
1 consider to be the proper course of action by 
any such finesse or resolves upon abstract | 
rights. 

Mr. Clerk, we are not sent here to make polit- | 
ical creeds and platforms. 
laws, such as we believe to be for the good of the | 
country. We have nothing to do with the an- 








nunciation of the doctrines of the Declaration of || 


rights of men. Our business is to enact laws— 
putting into form, so ae can be executed by the 
courts, the great principles of justice and right; 
and there our duties end, 

ior myself, Lam not to be diverted from my pur- | 


| 
Independence, or of any other of tlre inalienable | 





| 
For those we must answer to our- 1 


We are sent to enact || 








ents for his selection of a proper man; and is 
there a member that desires the passage of this res- 
olution for his own information? What, then, is 
the object of this resolution? Itis to divert the plu- 
rality of this House from their purpose, Instead 
of going on to vote and elect a Speaker, the effect 


of the resolution will be to open a discussion be- | 


tween the candidates and different members of 
this House, that may last for weeks. It is to put 


the candidates upon the witness stand, to be cross- || 
questioned by men who do not vote for the par- || 


ticular candidate, and never would; but they are 


eliciting information for the benefit of those who | 


do, lest, in their inability to take care of them- 
selves, they should be imposed upon, It is cer- 
tainly very kind, but a kindness that for myself 
I do not appreciate. 

But, sir, I take this occasion to say a word in 
reference to the remarks just made by the gentle- 
man from Alabama, [Mr. Dowpe..t,] who talks 
of dissolving the Union if the Missouri compro- 
mise is restored. Its abrogation was a wanton 
violation of good faith between the two sections 
of this Union, and how can its restoration be a 
greater indignity and wrong to you than was its 
original passage to your fathers in 1820. It was 
passed then as an adjustment of conflicting inter- 
ests, claimed at the time by the South as a triumph, 
and regarded by the North as a defeat—voted 
for by a majority of the entire delegation from the 


|| South; for, of her one hundred and three Repre- 


sentatives in both branches of Congress, only 
forty-six voted against it. 


slaveholding States. Do you, then, gentlemen 


of the South, stand here to-day to libel the memory | 
of your fathers, by declaring that they put upon | 
the statute book a law that it is dishonorable for | 
Though you would thus | 
| blacken their good fame, we honor their memory, || 
| and believe that we commit no wrong in doing as | 
| they did; and that you are not dishonored by 


you to submit to? 


submitting to laws that they submitted to and 
helped to enact. Had they a less keen sense of 
honor, appreciation of justice, or feeling of man- 
hood, than you possess? Will you proclaim to 
the world that your fathers submitted tamely for 
thirty-four years to injustice and wrong that your 
sense of honor will not permit you to brook; and 


that, if the generation of to-day restores to the | 


statute-book a law enacted by their votes, and 
held sacred by them while living, that you will 
dissolve this Union? The declaration dishonors 


their memories, and the act would proclaim you | 


** degenerate sons of noble sires.’’ I vote no. 
Mr. KELSEY. Before casting my vote, I 
have a word to say in explanation of that vote. 


I concur with the mover of that resolution, that | 
the constituency of a member has the right to 


know the opfhions of the man for whom he votes; 
but in my judgment that resolution is entirely 
out of place here now. I cannot see that it has 
any legitimate connection with the subject be- 
fore the House. It is a mere abstraction, unless 
further action is predicated upon it. If it is 
passed, what next? 
further, the candidates to be voted for for Speaker 
must be called upon the stand, and catechised by 


/a committee appointed for the purpose, and, if || 


they answer with propriety, they will be fur- 
nished with certificates of qualification. Now 


Speaker, and not to lay down abstract principles. 
I therefore vote no. 


| Mr. LETCHER. My friend from Maryland 


| 
| 


| ({Mr. Davis] complains very much that the can- 


pose in this contest, and I hope those with whom I || didate of our party for Speaker, on a certain oc- 


am acting will not permit themselves to be swayed | 
from the course of policy that we choose to pursue, | 
by any such ruse on the part of our opponents. 
I have my own creed and political opinions, and | 
do not recognize the right of any man in this | 
Hall to put any test of opinions upon me, by any 

resolutions that he may offer. Acting upon that | 
sentiment, | have, for the four years that I have 
eceupied a seat on this floor, opposed the passage 


| 
ef any and every resolution introduced into this || 


Hiouse for the mere purpose of establishing any 
such test, or for declaring any abstract principle 
or doctrine of human rights. 

Sir, what has the constituency of any man to 





do with his vote for Speaker? He votes upon 
his own knowledge, responsible to his constitu- 


casion, did not answer a question propounded by 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Grppines,] who 


|| desired to know whether he would, if elected, 


constitute the committees according to a certain 
rule presgribed by him (Mr. G.) in a published 
letter. Now,I am one of those who approved at 
the time, and approve now, of the answer given 
| at that time by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
_Ricwarpson.| If | distrusted the personal in- 
tegrity of a candidate to such an exent as the 
query put by the gentleman from Ohio would 
seem to indicate, | would never vote for him, 
| whatever might be the answer. 

| Mr. GIDDINGS. Will the gentleman from 

Virginia allow me to ask him a question now? 

| Mr. LETCHER. No, sir; not just now. 
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The act was signed | 
by a southern President, advised and approved | 
| of by a Cabinet a majority of whom were from || 


Ifyou are to do anything || 


it seems to me that our business is to make a | 
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——————_—_=_—_—_—_. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I have always allowed thy 
gentleman to interrupt me. 
Mr. LETCHER. I cannot yield now; just sit 
down and wait. Now, I want to know’ of th» 
gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Davis,] whether 
the gentleman from Fedenreais [Mr. Furie 
has given to him, or anybody else, a pledge that ha 
will organize the committees of this House accord. 
— the platform of the gentleman from Ohio? 
Mr. DAVIS. If the gentleman is drawing ay 
inference from my remarks, and following tha: 
inference out to an imaginary conclusion, he jg 
welcome to the inference. But, if he means ger}. 
ously to ask whether any communication has 
| passed between me and the gentleman from Penn. 
sylvania, I say no; I do not approach him, nor 


does any man paecoge him, 
ETCHER. I made no charge; but | 


Mr. 
say the allegation was such as to warrant the jn- 
ference. It is a fair inference, when the complaint 
is made by a friend of the gentleman from Penn. 
sylvania [Mr. Fu..er] that our candidate, who 
has refused to do a particular thing, has done 
wrong, that his candidate has done right; and 
we are entitled to know how it is. The gentle. 
/man’s answer, how®ver, is satisfactory to me, 
| that no such pledge has been given. 
| Mr. GIDDINGS. May I puta question now? 
) Mr. LETCHER. Just wait a minute, if you 
|| please. ‘The gentleman from Maryland says that 
|| his candidate has answered questions, and that 
|| the information has been given which has beep 
refused by our candidate. Now, let me ask when 
the question was put to his candidate in reference 
to his opinions upon the Wilmot proviso, and 
has there ever been any answer to that question 
in this House by the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, [Mr. Futxer?] Has there ever been any 
answer to the question in regard to the particular 
views or opinions upon which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ae was elected to this 
House over the head of Hendrick B. Wright, 
who voted for the Kansas-Nebraska bill at the 
| last Congress? I will now hear the gentleman 
from Ohio. . 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Iask the gentleman whether, 
if the Democratic party has pursued that course 
for twenty-five years, it is not reasonable to sup- 
|| pose they will do it again? 
| Several Members. What course? 
|| Mr. LETCHER. Let us hear what your first 
| statement is ? 
| Mr. GIDDINGS. I understood the gentleman 
'from Virginia to say that this question was a 

proper one to be propounded to the gentleman 
|| from Illinois, because others may have pursued 
a different course. 
|| Mr. LETCHER. I do not say any such 
thing. I say expressly the reverse—that it is 
not a proper question to be propounded to any 
|| gentleman on this floor, because it implies that 
| the gentleman to whom it is put will not, if ele- 
vated to the chair, act in accordance with the 
}| high obligations of honor. That is what I say. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I would ask the gentleman 

'| whether it is not fair to presume that the Demo- 
cratic Speaker would pursue the course which 
/has been pursued by Democratic Speakers for 
|| the last twenty-five years? 
Mr. LETCHER. Have any questions ever 
| been propounded to a Democratic Speaker? 
| Mr. GIDDINGS. They have. 

Mr. LETCHER. When? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. On various occasions. 

Mr. LETCHER. They were propounded to 
William J. Brown; and the gentleman from Ohio 
stood out until Brown gave a private pledge, and 
then came here and voted for him on the faith of it. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. And the Democratic party 
/ excluded me on that account. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LETCHER. Exactly. Here is another 
thing. Has the editor of the New York Tribune 
(Horace Greeley) further promptings for the gen- 
tleman from Ohio in his interrogatories to him‘ 
| He not only gave them to him, but he comes into 
the House to touch him up. [Sensation.] _ 
| Mr.GIDDINGS. Does the gentleman intend 
to say that the editor of the New York Tribune 
| prompts me to these questions? Cae 
| Mr. LETCHER. I say this: it is a significant 
| fact that before questions are put to me, the editor 
_of the New York Tribune is within the bar of the 
| House, and in close conference with the gentle- 
| man from Ohio. 
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Mr. GIDDINGS. 
meet the charge fairly, or to back out of it. Do 
-ou say that the editor of the New York Tribune 
prompted me to any of these questions? 

Mr. LETCHER. If I back out, I think that I 
should be less disgraced than if 1 wenton, [Great 
aughter. 
ne «}DDINGS. I think s0, too. 

Mr. MORRILL (when his name was called) 
said: I now rise for the pee of giving notice 
that I shall introduce, if I can get the floor at the 
proper time, another resolution in order to carry 
out the provisions @ the one we are now acting 
upon, if it meet with the favor of the House. | 
‘resume that, as practical men, we mean to reach, 





I want that gentleman to |! them in the truly national spirit which I have no 


| over the country. 
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doubt the answers ofthe nominee of the Demo- 
cratic party will exhibit. I desire to see the 
number of national, conservative men increase all 
I should be gratified to know 


\| that he and his associates at the North occupied 


1y the present movement, some practical result. | 


That result is not expressed in. the resolution; 
but I take it those who vote for it, and. thereby 
choose the mouth-piece for their respective par- 
ties, will forever after feel in honor bound to hold 
their peace. It isan old maxim ‘‘that one man can 
lead a horse down to water, but twenty cannot 
make him drink.’’ If we pass this resolution, we 
merely invite gentlemen to disclose their opinions. 
I apprehend, however, no difficulty on that score. 
The difficulty with me is, that we shall have too 
many offering themselves. As the distinguished 
gentleman from Alabama said the other day, 
who had so many crooked questions thrust upon 
him, to which straight answers were required, we 
should have to ery out, ‘‘ one at a time.”’ I will 
read my resolution for the information of the 
House: 

Resolved, That under the resolution passed this day, the 
four names receiving the highest number of votes at the 
close of this day’s session shall be deemed and taken to be 
candidates to all intents and purposes; and they shall be 
called upon by the Clerk, immediately after the reading of 
the Journal to-morrow morning, to respond to the queries 
propounded by the gentleman from Tennessee, in the in- 
verse order of the number of votes which they may have 
respectively received, and be limited in their remarks to 
one hour; and any gentleman who shall be called upon and 
fail to reply, and thereby “‘ make a good thing of it,’’ shail 
be deemed guilty of a contempt to an abstraction. 

Mr. ORR (when his name was called) rose 
and said: Mr. Clerk, in the statement which I 
made a moment ago, when my friend from Mary- 
land [Mr. Davis] was on the floor, I believe 
this to be about the true statement of the facts: 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Futter] 
came forward—I do not recollect exactly how— 
and expressed his opinions on certain questions. 
After he had finished what he had proposed to 
say, he then stated that he stood prepared to an- 
swer any questions which might be propounded 
to him. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Sace] interrogated him, and he answered the in- 
terrogatories. His answer was unsatisfactory to 
some gentlemen who had been voting for him, 
and on the next morning, or that evening 

Several Mempers. The same day. 

Mr.ORR, The same day, then, the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Wa ker] called on his friend 
Mr. Futter, for whom *he had been voting, to 
clear up certain points which he had failed to do 
in answering the interrogatories propounded to 
him by the gentleman from New York. There- 
fore, the specific questions which he answered 
were propounded by his own friends. 





One word in reply to the gentleman from Mary- | 
I think it was hardly candid | 


‘and, (Mr. Davis.] 


1 him to attempt on prneenre the impression on | 
U 


the House that Mr. 


tions which Mr. Ricuarpson had refused to an- 
Swer, 


TLLER had answered ques- | 


Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I did not intend to | 


produce that impression. 
Mr. ORR. I am happy to hear my friend dis- 
claim it. WhatI have stated was certainly the 


inference that was to be drawn from it—that his | 


candidate had answered questions which the can- 
didates of others had not. 
gentieman who is familiar with the records of 
the House for the last six years cannot have the 
least doubt of the position occupied by Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON on any on@ of the questions which have 
a. ‘There can be no doubt on the point at all. 
lhe questions which are now propounded to the 


o 


I submit that every | 


been propounded to Mr. Fuuier, of Pennsylva- | 


gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricuarpsoy] by |, 


‘ie gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Zouiicor- | 


FER} never were propounded to the gentleman 
‘rom Pennsylvania, [Mr. F'utter;] and I hope, 
when this resolution is adopted, that that gentle- 
man will come up and answer them, and answer 


| propounded to him. 


high national ground. 

Mr, DAVIS. There was no intention on 
my part to intimate in any way that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricuarpson] evinced 
a disposition to evade reply to interrogatories 
What I did mean to say 
that matter from whom interrogato- 


was, no 


| ries proceeded—and they proceeded partly from 
| my own friends and partly from my opponents 


—that one gentleman did stand before the House 


| with distinct answers on the precise questions 
| which are dividing this House, and that no other 
| gentleman had answered the ipeetees put to 


him; that the Democratic candidate had left it to 


| be inferred that he would answer no questions, 


by replying, when the question was asked him 
by the honorable gentleman from Ohio, “I feel 
myself bound by parliamentary rule. We are 
not on the same ground—I am a candidate.”’ I 


| supposed that that reply will be equally pertinent 


to any other question which might be put to that 
gentleman. If he is to pursue a course different 
trom that pursued for the past five weeks, very 
well. I do notcastany imputation; I only mean 
to say that there has been a change of policy. 
Mr. ORR. The gentleman does us injustice. 
There is no change of policy. The question 
propounded to the gentleman from Illinois by the 
gentleman from Ohio was in reference to the con- 
stitution of the standing committees of the House. 
The gentleman from Illinois says, to-day, that hi 
villmake the same answer when that question is 
propounded to him; and it is a properanswer. I 
would have a most perfect contempt for any gen- 
tleman who, when acandidate for the speakership, 
would rise in his place, and pledge himself, if elect- 
ed, to organize the committees of the House this, 
that, or theotherway. It is either an implication 
that he is not to be trusted, or that it is done with 
a view to secure votes from those who are opposed 
to him, by compromising his principles and giving 
to them the expression of their views in the or- 
ganization of committees. I think that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois is right; and that is the only 


| question he has refused to answer. 


Mr. SAGE (when his name was called) said: 
Mr. Clerk, I deem it due to myself to make a 
very brief explanation here, from the fact, that in 
consequence of my having propounded certain 
questions the other day to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Futter,] my vote might be 
construed into unfairness. The gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Orr] has stated, in pari, 
how I came to put those interrogatories, and I de- 
sire to correct the historical record on that point. 

A gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bar- 
cuay] felt himself called upon to reply to some 
remarks that had been.made by other gentlemen 
from that State, involving a charge or an intima- 


| tion that he was a Free-Soiler; and, during his re- 


marks, he referred tg his oolleague [Mr. Futter] 
as having been voted for at home as an anti-Ne- 
braska candidate, and occupying the same posi- 
tion that other gentlemen did from that State who 
were known to be anti-Nebraska Americans. An 
hour or two afterwards, Mr. Futter, on coming 
into the House and learning what had been said, 


| felt called upon to come forward and reply to the 
| remarks of his colleague in the early part of the 


day; and after answering those remarks, he threw 
himself back before this grand inquisitorial body, 
and said he was ready to answer any questions 
that might be put to him. Under those circum- 
stances, being an anti-Nebraska man myself at 
home, and being desirous of carrying out what 
I promised there, and being desirous also of 
knowing how much sincerity there was in others 
who came here with the same professions, and 
had been acting differently from me, I pro- 
pounded the gene The House has heard 
and knows what afterwards occurred. | stated 
at the time that I would not have asked those 
questions, had not the gentleman volunteered to 
invite interrogatories and answer any that fhight 
be propounded. 

of am opposed to all this kind of legisla- 
tion. I do not like to call it humbug, yet it comes 


i 











| penton’ good will be accomplished by it. We 
’ 


ave evidence already to this effect, notwithstand- 
ing the apparent readiness of the honorable gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr, Richarpson] to answer 
all questions that might be putto him. He has 
just announced that he will not answer any ques- 
tions in relation to what I regard as of more im- 
portance, practically, at this time, than anything 
with reference to the general political questions 
of the day. I refer, sir, to the formation of the 
committees under the parliamentary law in a fair 
manner. The gentleman gives notice now that 
he will not answer questions in relation to how he 
will form certain committees to which I refer, and 
which I will presently name. Now, sir, 1 regard 
this notice of a refusal to answer these questions 
as of vastly more importance than his views about 
the Nebraskabill. We have abundance ofevidence 
before this House, how this bill is construed in 
different parts of the country. At the South, it 
is construed to allow them to carry their slaves 
into Kansas, and once there, the people of Kansas 
have no power to remove them. At the North, 
the Democrats proclaim it as the great panacea to 
establish freedom, not only in Kansas, but in all 
of the unorganized Territories of the country. 1 
might go on adding to these different views in 
different sections of the country on the several 
questions that divide the political parties of the 
day, but I will not consume the time of the House 
at this time in doing it. 

Sir, if there is any question that I desire to be 
informed of by a candidate for Speaker of this 
House more than any other, it is this: Will he 
fairly and justly carry out the parliamentary law 
in the appointment of committees? If a com- 
mittee should be called for to investigate the nat- 
uralization question—and I will vote for it with 
all my heart—I want a majority of that commit- 
tee to reflect the sentiments of the friends of that 
measure in this House; and so on in relation to the 
other great questions which agitate the country 
in regard to the aggressive extension of slavery 
into the common territory of the Union. 

Mr. KEITT. I want to ask the gentleman 
from New York if his vote would depend on the 
answer of the gentleman from Illinois to such a 
question? If the gentleman from Illinois will 
promise to put him on those committees, will he 
vote for him? 

Mr. SAGE, Does the gentleman suppose that 
I can be Lought to vote for Mr. Ricwarpson? A 
different standerd of morality must prevail in 
South Carolina from what we have in New York, 
if he supposes that any member from New York 
could be seduced into voting for any gentleman 
by such a promise. : 

_Mr. K EITT. Well, when that gentleman dares 
to Intimate anything of that kind in reference to 
my State, 1 will answer him in a speeific way. 
{Lauchter, cries of **‘ Order!’’ and great commo- 
tion in the Hall.] Now, if he dares to intimate 
anything of that kind, let him have the courage 
to do it openly. [Shouts of ‘ Order!’’ ** Oh! 
oh!’’ and roars of laughter.] If any of the gen- 
tlemen who clamor thus 

Mr. SAGE. Ido not yield the floor. I leave 
it to the good sense of the House to say if I have 
made any intimation, and who has made an inti- 
mation, in relation to this matter. I am gwing 
the reasons for my vote. I hope the gentleman 
will not take any exception to the course l am 
pursuing; but if he does, L cannot help it. Sir, 
these propositions peedlessly consume the time 
of the House and delay an organization, which 
I presume we all desire; certainly J] do, and I 
resume that others are as anxious foritas lam, 
i vote no, 

Mr. BROOKS. I have already stated to the 
House that I have paired off with Mr. Murray, 
of New York, with regard to the speakership. 
I have, however, voted twice to-day upon other 
matters. My friends tell me that a pair-off 
usually embraces everything. I therefore ask 
that the Journal may be corrected, so as to omit 
my name forthisday. [Cries of **That’s right!’’} 





‘Mr. ORR. Has my colleague voted for 
Speaker ? 
Mr. BROOKS. No, I have not voted for 


eee I voted on the motion for a call of the 
House, and also on the motion to lay the resolu- 
tion on the table; but 1 prefer not to vote at all, 


} || and, therefore, ask to have my name omitted from 
nearer to that than I wish it did. believe no || 


the Journal. [Cries of ** Agreed!’’] 
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Mr. SAVAGE. Before casting my vote I de- 
sire to say that Tam requested by my colleague, 
Mr. Smirn, to state to the House that the condi- 
tion of his health compelled him to go to his room, 
and that he has paired off with—l am not sure of 
the name of the gentleman, but I think it is Mr. 
Rirente, of Pennsylvania. I have no apology 
to make for the vote I am about to give. I vote 
ay. 

“Mr. STEWART (when his name was called) 
said: The House will recollect that a few days 
avo L had the honor to offer a series of resolu- 
tions which I conceived presented the basis upon 
which the House might organize. I did not ask 
for a vote upon them, but had them read for the 
information of members, and for future action, if 
advisable. Sir, the election of a Speaker of this 
House is a most Important act. tn certain con- 
tingencies the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, under the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, may be called upon to exercise 
the hich executive functions of this Government, 
and therefore a Speaker is not to be ek cted and 
considered merely as a ministerial officer, to see 
that order is preserved here, and that the rules 
we may adopt for our vovernment are prope rly 
enforced. 

Well, str, the distinguished gentleman from 
‘Tennessee, who has offered this resolution, pro- 
poses a number of questions. Let these various 
candidates answer those questions, and any others 
of a public character. I want to see gentlemen 
defne their positions. It has been stated that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] 
recently said that, under certain circumstances, he 
was willine to * let this Union slide.”’ I thought 
it due to that gentleman an dto the country, that 
that remark and the circumstances stated under 
which he was willing the Union should slide, 
should be fully explained, and that all the candi- 
dates presented should define their positions in 
reference to the great questions of the day when 
called upon. The Democratic party have pro- 
claimed their views, and have placed their candi- 
date upon a platform of vital principles; but if 
any gentlemen desirato present additional ques- 
tions te him, let them do so, and I cannot doubt 
he will answer those questions fairly and fully, 
and in the manly style of a fearless statesman. 
Let us have all the information we can get in re- 
lation to the views of all the candidates. 

This vexed question of the power of this Gov- 
ernment in the Territories, and over the form- 
ation of new States, in regard to the existence 
or non-existence of slavery, let me suggest to the 
House, was first raised by the North. Missouri 
was proposed to be deprived of her constitutional 
rights. How? By the North. The North has 
presented this question manifestly in a spirit of 
aggression and propagandism, and it had to be 
disposed of, and now again must be met. The 
question of the admission of a new State from the 
territory in dispute will soon be presented, and it 
is essentially proper that the candidates, pressed 
by gentlemen for the support of this House as its 
chicf officer, should declare their principles so 
that they may be known to everybody. 

The vive voce principle of voting has been recog- 
nised by this House as the true one, instead of 
by allot. Why? Because we stand here as the 
Representatives of hundreds of thousands of peo- 

le, and our constituents have the right to know 
Lae we vote, and for whom we vote, and the 
views of the candidate wegsupport. That we 
should know the opinions any candidate enter- 
tins upon great questions of public policy, is 
due to the enlightened progress of the age, to the 
critical state of the times, and particularly so 
now, in this eventful struggle, when this import- 
ant codrdinate department of the Government has 
remained in an unorganized state for nearly six 
weeks. 

| congratulate the House and the country that 
we are approximating to a basis of action, and 
are about to reach a more definite conclusion. 
There is a majority of this House for or against 
this paramount question; and until gentlemen 
meet the question, it will not be settled, nor this 
House organized, I fear. The record must prob- 
ably be made up, and the case disposed of, upon 
this single great and overruling issue. Minor 
questions, however important otherwise, must 
be subordinate to this great national exigency, 


which involves in its settlement possibly the des- | 
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recollections and progressive advantages. Let 
us meet it and settle it in the spirit of the great 
and immortal founders of the Government, and 
upon the basis of the Constitution, giving the 
people of all the States a fair opportunity, in a 
spirit of brotherhood and legitimate enterprise, 
to lay the foundations of new States, m territory 
belonging to all, by the establishment of such 
social systems as the people of said territories 
when they come to orranize States, in their judg- 
ment, may think best adapted to their condition. 

Mr. TAYLOR (when his name was called) 
said: In the course of the conversation between 
the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Zo.uicorrer}| and my colleague, I understood 
the gentleman fram Tennessee as saying, in rela- 
tion to the Nebraska bill, that the Democratic 
party has presented itself before the country in 


such a way that different constructions were given | 


to that bill in different parts of the Union. Now, 
if 1 am rightly informed, the distinguished mem- 


ber from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Futter,] for whom | 


the gentleman from Tennessee has voted, declared 
himself, in the political canvass which preceded 
his election, opposed tothe Kansas-Nebraska bill. 
1 understand him to declare that he is still opposed 
to the principles of that bill, but inasmuch as an 
attempt to repeal it would be agitation, he would 
be opposed to an attempt to repeal it. Now let 
us suppose, for one moment, that upon the pro- 
pounding of interrogatories to the honorable gen- 
tleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricwarpson,] it should 
appear that his construction of the Kansas-Ne- 
braska bill was different from that which the hon- 
orable gentleman from Tennessee, himself, places 
upon it. [wish to know, then, whether that gen- 
tleman [Mr. Zotiicorrer] would prefer an indi- 
vidual who agreed with him in supporting that 


seeing how quick the 





— eerie = 
tinies of this glorious Union, with all its hallowed || Democratic platform fot up for the purpose of 


emocrats will depart from 


it, and trample it under foot. That party is con. 
verted into a southern agency for the perpetua. 


tion of slavery; and whatever may be fishe 


d out 


upon this floor from their candidate, will be by; a 
declaration of their sentiments for the time beine 
The northern Democrats know nothing, under the 


creat measure, but gave a bad reason for it, or a | 
gentleman who was opposed to the measure and 


to the principles of the measure. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. As to the premises 
which the gentleman assumes, I will not pretend 
to set him right. As to his supposed case, I can- 
not undertake to answer questions arising under 
a mere supposition. 


light of God’s heaven, but the distribution of th. 
spoils which accrue to them from their being the 
agents of the slave States, in their sectional enter. 
prise of making slavery national and freedom 
sectional. I want to see th@ platform drawn yp 
again, that I may see how soon they will depart 
from it. That party is a mere agent for the ex. 
tension of despotism. It is a party of absolutisy, 
in its sympathy with the freedom of the North. 
It comes here to’represent southern principles 
slaveholding principles. The platform of the 
Democrats of my own State is no more like the 
platform of the Democrats of Virginia, than the 
Christian Bible is like the Koran. They do not 
oo that there is any similarity of principles 
yvetween them. The Democrats of Ohio were 
pledged to oppose the extension of slavery. 
We have had the Union saved five or six dif. 
ferent times within my day, and it is the only 
thing I ever knew to suffer by salvation. [Laugli- 
ter.] Itis as near the point of dissolution now 
as it ever has been before. The ery has been 
made from the time the slave question was first 
agvitated—and that is from the foundation of the 
Government—that, if they did not cease to agi- 
tate the question, the Union would be dissolved 
[had the honor of being in the galleries in the 
year 1836, at the time of the first salvation of the 
Union. But it would not stay saved. [Laugh- 
ter.] The Union has a wonderful capacity for 
getting into trouble, and politician’ have a won- 
derful knack of saving it. But it will not stay 
saved until an election comes around, so we come 


| up here to get up platforms, to put questions to 


It reminds me of an anec- | 


dote I once heard of a father, who, of a winter | 
night, sent his boy out for some wood with | 


which to make a fire. Said the boy, ** Father, 
suppose there is none ecut?’’ ** Well,’’ says the 


candidates, ‘and to talk about saving the Union 
again. [Laughter.] Let me say that the Union 
will not ** slide” half as quick as the politicians 
who are so patriotic in their efforts to save it, 
{Laughter.] It has more vitality than all the 
oliticians who stick their right hand into the 
Prasny, at the same time they save the Union 


| with the other. 


father, **go out and get an ax, and cut some.’’ | 


** But,”’ says he, ‘* suppose the ax is covered up 
in the snow?’’ ‘* Then stir about in the snow 
and find it.’’ ‘* But suppose, in stirring about in 
the snow, I should stir up a snake there???’ We 


may suppose all sorts of cases, but I cannot un- | 


dertake to answer questions arising upon such 
an hypothesis as this. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee if this is an hypothetical case; for the 
distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON] voted for the bill; and not only voted for 
the bill, but, in the discusssion, he contributed, 
by his strenuous support, eminently to the suc- 
cess of the measure; and this action of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois h&s thehearty concurrence 

| of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Zoxtt- 
COFFER. | 


him for the measure, though he gave a bad reason 


for it, or an individual who opposed the measure, || 


and who now condemns it? ‘That is the question. 
Will the gentleman answer it? [Cries of ** Call 
the roll!’?] 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Well, on some other 
| occasion I will answer the gentleman with pleas- 
ure, but I cannot now take the time. 

Mr. WADE (when his name was called) said: 
| 1 do not intend to make a speech, or detain the 

House but a few moments. I wish here to bear 
| my testimony against this miserable perversion 
| of the object for which we were sent here. This 
| resolution, and all connected with it, is the small- 
_est kind of political clap-trap, and ought never 
to have been introduced here. We are here for 
other purposes; and we are bound to sit here 
until we have effected an organization, and after 
that gp do the business the country imtrusted to 
us. 

I want to explain my vote upon this occasion, 
because I have voted several times without 
making an explanation [laughter;] and the rea- 
son why I vote for it is this: I want to see a new 


The question, then, is, would that || 
’ 
gentleman prefer an individual who went with | 


| 





} 
} 
| 
} 
| 
| 


| genuity to the utmost. They 
possible 


| and supplants the first. 


The Democratic party receives revelations very 
much as Mohammed did, and if the last one 
contradicts the first, why, it is a new revelation, 
The salvation of the 
Union, effected by the compromise of 1850, lasted 
no longer than winter before last. It was saved 
two years before that. It has become the busi- 
ness of each new Congress to save the Union. 
And now, putting questions to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banks,] and to the 
gentleman from Hlinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson,} and 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. fv1- 
LER,] is to save the Union. This is going to be 
a new Democratic revelation by which they will 
swear until the Cincinnati convention assembles; 
and then it will be cast aside as an old, worn-out 
garment—as an old shirt-tail. [Laughter.] After 
the Cincinnati convention there will be a new 
revelation declared, for the purpose of having 
that sworn to. 

And now let me say to them, that the more they 
act to put down agitation, the more that agitation 
comes up. It has done so throughout all my 


/experience, and will continue to do’so. And 


now the North has never had anything like the 


materiel and magazines of warfare, such as the 
| Democrats and Whigs combined have put into 


our hands. The gentleman over the way [Mr. 
Smirn, of Tennessee,] talked about the wonder- 


| ful capacity of the Democratic party to adminis- 


ter the affairs of the Government, and to save the 
Union. [Laughter.] Of course that was its mis- 
sion; but, sir, when this President was elected, 
some three years ago, how was it with the Dem- 
ocratic party? It came intd* Power with a ma- 
jority in this House of—I think—two to one. 
Well, such has been the statesmanship manifested 
by the Democratic party, headed by the Presi- 
dent and his Cabinet, that they have worn that 

arty to the ground, so that they have kept Us 
ais six weeks trying to do—what? To get a 
Speaker for this House—and that taxes their l- 
cannot, by any 
means, get a Speaker elected here, unless 
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he be a rank out-and-out Republican, resting on a || 
national platform which does look somewhat to || 
the interests of freedom. _ , 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I give notice that I shall 
oppose all debate until the result of this vote be 
announced 2 % : 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine, (on his name 
peing called.) I desire to say that I believe in 
the doctrines of this resolution, but I do not be- 
lieve that any service will be done by passing it. 
] vote no. : 

The Clerk continued the call ofthe roll, and 
announced the result as above. 

Mr. ORR. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. ; * ; 
The quegtion was taken, and the motion was 

acre ed to. 
“The House thereupon (at five o’clock) ad- 
journed till to-morrow at twelve o’clock m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, January 12, 1856. 


The House was called to order by the Clerk at 
twelve o’clock, m. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, took the floor. 

The CLERK. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Campsext] suspend his remarks unul the 
Clerk reads a paper to the House? 

CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 

The CLERK then read a paper, of which the 
following 1s a copy: 

The Clerk desires to state that he has ascer- 
tained, since the adjournment of yesterday, upon 
a reexamination of the vote of Wednesday night 
last, on the motion of Mr. Sage to lay upon the 
table the resolution of Mr. Sneep, requesting 
Mr. Orr to preside as temporary Chairman until 
a Speaker is elected, that the announcement—of 
yeas 100, nays 101—was erroneous, and should 
have been—yeas 100, nays 98. The resolution 
was consequently laid aside sen the table, and 
the subsequent action of the House should not 
have been taken; and, with the consent of the 
House, the Journal will be corrected accordingly. 

[Cries of ** Agreed !’”] 

TEN-MINUTE RULE—PLATFORMS. 

Mr. CAMPBELL.: I move, Mr. Clerk, that 
the resolution confining debate to ten minutes be 
suspended until next Wednesday, unless other- 
wise ordered by the House. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting.) I do not 
wish to interrupt the gentleman, or to take the floor 
from him for an instant; but | would ask him to 
modify his motion by adding to it a proviso that 
there shall be no voting until that time. The 
gentleman from Ohio will see the reason of this: 
it is, that those members who do not wish to take 
part in the debate may be at liberty to attend to 
the business of their cqugtituents. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Phe gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Cuiweman] can move that @s an 
amendment afterwards. 

My reason, Mr. Clerk, for making this motion 
is, that on yesterday the House, by resolution, 
gave notice that ** depositions’? would be taken, to 
be used on the hearing of the “bills of discovery” 
in regard to ** platforms.’’ It is not possible for 
the honorable gentleman from Illinois, [{Mr. 
Ricuarpson,] the honorable gentleman from 
Massachusetts, {[Mr. Ban«s,] and the honorable 
gentleman from vipa vor {Mr. Futver,] 
or any of the other gentlemen who are before the | 
rouse as candidates for the speakership, to de- 
fine their position in ten minutes. I do not know 
how far it is proposed to carry on this investiga- 
tion—how far back we are to go, or to what extent 
the political platforms of this day or of past times 
are to be overhauled for repairs. I have never | 
had a great deal of respect for platforms—never 
any unless my own judgment approved them. 

Now, sir, Sued inform the gentlemen who | 
are to be interrogated, that I have here a scrap- | 


book, which I tender to them for their use. It iI 


contains, I believe, all the political platforms that | 
have been adopted since 1832; all those on the 
slavery question since 1840; I have here the plat- 
form of the Democratic party when the question | 
of the annexation of Texas was before the coun- 
try; the celebrated Nicholson letter platform in | 
1848; the platform of 1852 of both the political | 
parties of this country, declaring that there | 


* 


———— 


| Pittsburg platforms. 





| should be ** no agitation of the slavery question in 


Congress or out of it." I have also some more 
ancient platforms: I have the Buffalo and the 
I have those which are still 
more ancient: I have in my hand two platforms 
for which I have high regard—the Constitution 
of the United States and the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence. I would have had the Bible, with a 
view to refer those who are about to testify on 
the question of human slavery, particularly to a 
platform made in the mountain by the Savior of 
mankind, for the government of the conduct of 
men. I allude to Christ’s sermon on the Mount; 
but I understand that that book is not to be had 
in the Congressional Library. I believe there 
was one copy of it there a lone time ago, but it 
is said to have been removed to make room for 
the worlss of Eugene Sué. 

I profess, Mr. Clerk, to stand politically on the 
two platforms I have first alluded to—the Con- 
stitution of the United States and the Declaration 
of Independence. In my intercourse with my 
fellow man I try, without success, to adhere to 
the platform last mentioned. 1 wish to make 
this suggestion to the Clerk, for the benefit of the 
gentlemen who are to be interrogated in reference 
to the twaddle contained in these party plat- 
forms—particularly to my friend from Illinois, 
{[Mr. Ricwarpson,]} that there should be a card 
placed over that chair during this investigation 
containing the wholesome warning found over 
the doors of railroad cars, ‘‘ It is dangerous to 
stand on the platform !’’ (Laughter.] | make it 
particularly for the benefit of my friend from Ll- 
linois: ‘* It is dangerous to stand on the platform”’ 
which the Democratic party made at the time he 
was nominated. My personal esteem for that 
gentleman induces me to warn him, and the engi- 
neers of lis train, of the impending danger. They 
are trying to make great speed upon a ** jlat bar’’ 
track, and there is danger of snake-heads! 

Itis well known, when testimony was last taken 
here by the honorable gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Cox,] as to how the Democrats construed 
the Nebraska bij] in the North and in the South, 
in reference to its effects on slavery, that it was 
shown most clearlythat the southern Democrats 


| made it mean one thing, and the northern Demo- 


crats an entirely different thing. Ifthe gentleman 
stands upon that platform he will be in danger of 


| a collision between these two Democratic trains, 


one running north and the other south upon the 
same party track. Mr. Clerk, in friendship, I 
give the gentleman and his friends, in advance, 
the benefit of this warning, ‘‘ It is dangerous to 
stand on the platform !”’ 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I should like to ask the 
gentleman from Ohio one question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. In my ten minutes I have 
not time to be interrogated and to answer. I 
merely wished to give notice at the start that I 
shall claim the right to put cross interrogatories 
to those witnesses who are to be questioned. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. The 


rentlieman says 


| there is a difference in the construction of the 


Nebraska and Kansas platform among the Dem- 
ocrats North and South. Now, what I want to 
know is, whether there is any difference of opin- 
ion in reference to it in the Republican party? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have made no inquiries 
of the Republican party on that point. I do not 
speak by authority for that party or any othey 
I will tell the gentleman what J think of the Ne- 
braska act. I have ceased to speak for or be 
responsible for any person but myself. Iregard 
it as one of the most miquitous and unjust acts 


| that ever passed by the vote of Congress—potent 





for evil, powerless for good results. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. One giving the South 
the full measure of their rights, and nothing more. 
Does the gentleman object to that ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
I have always said I am willing to give the South 
and their slaves their full rights, under the Con- 
stitution; nothing more—nothing more. My ten 
minutes have expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. ORR. I hope the gentleman from Illinois 
will suspend until we can have a vote ugon the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio, {[Mr. Camp- 
BELL,} to suspend the ten-minute rule. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I see no necessity 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


I speak for myself, and | 


ad 


propriety of suspending it so far as to allow those 
gentlemen for whom the House has been voting 
whatever time they may wish to answer such 
questions as may be propounded to them, or at 
least to answer the interrogatories addressed to 
them by mycolleague, | Mr. Zouticorrer.} ‘Chat 
can be done witheut rescinding the rule generally. 
The House has voted that it is right that those 
gentlemen should answer these interrogatories, 
and I take it for granted the House will give them 
sufficient time to reply. IL hope, therefore, that 
this rule will be suspended so far as the gentle- 
men who have been voted for for Speaker are 





concerned, in answering the quesuions that may 
be put to them; but no further. 

Mr. MILLSON. lL trust the House will not 
suspend the rule limiting debate at all; and I am 
still more unwilling that the rule should be sus- 
pended for the reason assigned by the gentleman 
from Qhio, [Mr. Campnene.| [A Voice: ** That's 
right!’’} Sur, the House yesterday adopteda res- 
olution, geaeral, abstract in its terms, having no 
special application to any particular candidates 
for office, but simply declaring that, in the judg- 
ment of the members of this House, candidates 
for political offices ought to make known their 
opinions to those who are asked to vote for them. 
[t has no special application to those gentlemen 
who have been voted for here as candidates for 
the post of Speaker. 

| beg leave to say, with all due deference to 

her gentlemen, that I think the House would 
@... itself im a somewhat undignified position 

»y now suspending the rule for the express pur- 

pose of inviting those gentlemen for whom they 
have been voting for the last six weeks to explain 
their views. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I would suggest to the 
gentleman, that he move to lay the.motion of the 
gentleman from-Ohio on the table. 

Mr. MILLSON. I shall presently do so. 
Mr. Clerk, this resolution,as I have said, is gen- 
eral initsterms. I did not vote for itasa special 
invitation to those gentlemen who are candidates 
for the position of Speaker, to address the House 
in explanation of their opmion, or to place them 

under any sort of obligation to do se. Lam not 
willing that my vote, standing as it does in favor 
of that resolution, shall be so construed. 

If those gentlem«: n desire to express th ir views, 
I have no objection; and | have no doubt that the 
House will acquiesce in their wishes, and afford 
them an opportunity of delivering their senti- 
ments. But I think it is hardly consistent with 
the dignity of the House to invite those gentlemen 
to the stand, and to suspend this rule, under the 
idea that they desire to be heard, when no such 

desire has been intimated by any of them. Ido 
not think the House may properly place therm in 
that position. 

If other gentlemen designed to give the resolu- 
tion passed yesterday this special application, I 
certainly did not. If the candidates desire to 
speak, the House will, | am sure, readily afford 
them the opportunity. If questions are put to 
them, they can answer, or not, as they may think 
proper; but I do not think this House should 
resolve itself into a debating society, for the dis- 
cussion of all possible subjects that can be brought 
before it. 

W here is this debate to stop? What question 
may not be put to these gentlemen? If any gen- 
tleman should ask my friend from Illinois [ Mr. 
Ricwarpson| whether he would be willing to 
recognize the Walkergovernment in Nicaragua, it 
would be said not to be altogether impertinent, for 
the Speaker of the House is the fourth officer of 
the country, and in certain contingencies, would 
be called on to administer the executive duties 
ofthe Government. Then the question, though 
not pertinent to the duties of the Speaker’s cher, 
would be pertinent to the duties which he might 
contingently be called on to execute m the event 
of vacancies in the offices of President, Vice Pres- 
ident, and Rresident of the Senate. Therefore, 
to test the sense of the House on the question, I 
move that the resolution submitted by the gentle- 
man fram Ohio [Mr. Camppenr] be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the gentleman 
from Virginia and the gentleman from Ohio to 
withdraw their several propositions. If it should 


for rescinding the ten-minute rule at all, for any || happen to be necessary, in order that gentlemen 


particular length of time. I would suggest the | 


may answerthe questions which are propounded to 
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them, it will then be time enough to ask the House 
for the extension. So far as I am concerned, I 
now repeat what I said yest rday—that Iam ready 
to reply to the questions which have been pro- 
wounded by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
ZOLLie OFFER. | If the propositions above men- 
tioned are withdrawn, I think that I shall be able 
to conclude what I wish to say within the time 
allotted under the rule. 

Mr. BINGHAM obtained the floor. 

The CLERK. Debate is out of order; there 
Is A proposition to lay on the table pe nding, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I have no objec- 
tion to the withdrawal of my motion. I made 
the motion with a view to accommodate gentle- 
men. Ihave no idea, however, that my friend 
can travel over all the ground embraced by those 
que stions in ten minutes, 

Several Members. If not, we can then extend 
the time. ~ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Before the gentleman from 
Illinois, [Mr. Rienarpson,] or any other of the 
candidates for Speaker, shall proceed to answer 
the interrogatories of the gentleman from ‘Ten- 
nessee, (Mr. Zoruicorrer,| I desire to put some 
questions to the honorable gentleman from [li- 
nois, [Mr. Ricnarpson,] and to which I hope 
to receive explicit answers from that gentleman, 
as also from the other candidates now before the 
House. In presenting these interrogatories, | 
desire to raise no captious objections to the se 
timents of the honorable gentleman from Ilinois, 
but to ascertain distinctly and clearly what sense 
that gentleman attaches to the terms used in his 
jatform, to wit: “the principles of the Kansas- 
Nebraska act?’’ also, the sense he attaches to 
those other words, ** squatter sovereignty,’’ upon 
which the changes have been rune for the last 
two years from one end of the land to the other; 
and especially the effect he gives to the term 
**nationality,’’ which has been used so often, 
and with such emphasis, in this Hall, by that 
gentleman and his party? I, too, have some 
reverence for nationality, but it is the nationality 
which springs from that unity of Government 
which constitutes us one people; and that [ may 
know precisely the honorable gentleman’s views 
of nationality, I beg leave to present to him the 
following interrogatories: 

1. Do you hold that the Constitution of the 
United States extends to, and is of full force 
within, the several Territories thereof ? 

Il. Do you hold that the people of any of said 
Territories have the right to make any law within 
said Territories, whereby any person therein shall 
be deprived *‘ of life or liberty,’’ except as pun- 
ishment for crime on due conviction? 

lif. Do you hold that the people of the Terri- 
tory of Kansas have the right, under the Consti- 
tution, to prohibit slavery within said ‘Territory 
at all times, both before and after their organiza- 
tion into a State? 

IV. Do you hold that the people of said Ter- 
ritory, under the Constitution, have the power 
and the right to legalize slavery within said Ter- 
ritory by legislative enactment; and the further 
power and right thereby to protect and maintain 
slavery therein, by making it a penal offense for 
any person within said ‘Territory to speak or 
write against such system, or to aid or assist any 
man held as a slave within said Territory to es- 
cape therefrom, with the intent to secure the per- 
sonal liberty of such slave? 

V. Do you hold that, under the Constitution, 
a person held to service or labor within said Ter- 
ritory, escaping therefrom into any State of this 
Union, can Me reclaimed under the fugitive slave 
law, or is such person within the extradition 
clause of the second section of article four of the 
Constitution ? 

VI. Under the Constitution of the United States, 
can the people of any of its Territories rightfully 


or legally establish any but a republican form of | 


government therein? and do you hld that to be 
a republican government which converts the 


majority of its subjects into chattels, and subjects | 


them to the absolute despotism of the mMority? 
These, sir, are the questions which I put to 
the honorable gentleman, and to each of which I 
hope to receive from that gentleman direct an- 
swers. I will not further detain the House. 
Mr. BOYCE. I will also read to the House 
some interrogatries which I would be glad to 





THE CORGRESSUNAL 


| prepared to live and die. 





canal aiaeeonnel ; ~ . ; ~ 
have the gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. |] slavery, which ought to be sufficient for all Free-Soij} me 


3anks] answer. They are these: Are you in 


favor of restoring the Missouri restriction, or do | 
you go for the entire prohibition of slavery in all | 


the Territories of the United States? Are you 
in favor of abolishing slavery in the District of 
Columbia of the United States, and the United 
States forts, dock-yards, &c.? Do you believe 
in the equality of the white and black races in 
the United States; and do you wish to promote 
that political equality by legislation? Ate you 
in favor of the entire exclusion of adopted citizens 
and Roman Catholics from office? Do you favor 
the same modification of the tariff now that you 
did at the last session of Congress? 

Mr. RICHARDSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. The gen- 
tleman will excuse me a moment. There must 
be several more batches of these interrogatories, 
and | think that it would be better for gentlemen 
to file them with the Clerk, and to allow the can- 
didates to reply to them in a publication at any 


GLOBE. 





time; for instance, at their own convenience. | 


| Laughter. 


floor? 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Illinois 
was recocnized by the Clerk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Clerk, gentlemen 
have chosen, by written interrogatories, to inquire 
into the political opinions of gentlemen who have 
been voted for upon this floor in relation to ques- 
tions past, present, and future. I know not, and, 
care not, whether the object is discussion here or 
discussion somewhere else. I hold them to the 
issues presented to me, and I shall endeavor to 
answer their questions as fully, freely, and frankly 
as may be possible. 

I now send to the Clerk’s desk the questions 


which have been propounded to me, and | ask | 


that the first of them may be read. 
The Clerk read the first question, as follows: 


Question propounded by Mr. Zouuicorrer to Mr. RicnHarp- 


SON. 
** Am [ right in supposing that the gentleman from Illinois 


[Mr. Ricuarpson]} regards the Kansas-Nebraska bill as | 


promotive of the formation of free States in the Territories 
of Kansas and Nebraska ?”? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 
question of the gentleman from ‘l’ennessee, [Mr. 


LOLLICOFFER, | lL have to say I voted for the bills | 


organizing the Territories of Nebraska and Kan- 


sas because [ thought them just to all, and I de- ‘| 


fended that vote before my constituents upon that 
ground. I intended then, and | intend now, that 
the people who go there, or who have gone there, 
shall decide the question of slavery for them- 
selves, and, so far as I could, admit them as 
States, with or without slavery, as the people 
should decide. In common with northern and 
southern gentlemen, | have said that, in my opin- 


ion, slavery would never go there; but I have | 
never, here or elsewhere, urged that as a reason | 


why | voted for that bill. 1 voted for the @ill 


because it was just, right, and proper, and wanted | 
[ repeat here an | 
argument | have made over and over again before 


nothing more to defend myself. 


my constituents, and it is this: if a majority of 
the people of Kansas or Nebraska are in favor 
of slavery, they will have it; rf a majority are 
opposed to it, then they will not have it. This is 


ne practical result of every theory advocated by || 
the friends of the Nebraska and Kansas bill. I | 


gave my sanction to this principle in supporting 
the territorial bills of 1850, and have uniformly 
supported the same principles since, whenever 
presented for my action, and shall continue to do 
so in all future cases that may arise. It is a prin- 
ciple lying at the foundation of all popular Gov- 
ernments, that the people of each separate or dis- 
tinet community shall decide for themselves the 
nature and character of the institutions under 
which they shall live, and by this principle | am 


the Nebraska and Kansas bill neither as a pro- 
slavery nor anti-slavery measure, but as a meas- 
ure of equal right and justice to the people of all 


| sections of our common country. 


Will the Clerk now read the next question? 


The Clerk read the second question, as follows: || 


** Am [ right in supposing that he advocates the constitu- 
tionality of the Wilmot proviso? that in 1850, he opposed 
its application to the Territories acquired from Mexico only 
spon the ground that it was unnecessary, inasmuch as the 
Mexican loca! laws in those Territories already abolished 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Am 1 entitled to the | 


In reply to the first | 


therefore voted for | 
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|| and that he comunitted himself to the position, that if te 
torial bills (silent upon the subject of slavery, and le 
the Mexican laws to operate) were defeated, he 
vote for bills with the Wilmot proviso in them ?? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The next question 
requires a more extended reply. In the year 1803 
we acquired Louisiana; it was slave territor - 
In 1820 we divided, by line of 36° 30’, that terri. 
tory; north of the line was to be free. In 1845 wo 
_annexed Texas; that was slave territory; we dj. 
vided that by extending the line of 36° 30' through 
that—north @o be free. In 1848 we acquired ter. 
ritory from Mexico, That was free. I voted 
repeatedly to extend the same line west to the 
Pacific ocehn, a voted for that line with a few 
Representatives from the North, an@ the whole 
| body of southern Representatives. When I gaye 
those votes, I did not believe then, nor do | 
believe now, that I violated the Constitution of 
the United States. If you have power, under the 
Constitution, to exclude slavery from half of 
territory, | think you have power to exclude 
from all, though such an exercise would be yp- 
| justand wrong. I have never, therefore, voted 
to exercise that power, except upon the principle 
ofcompromise. In this connection I desire to read 
from a speech of mine, delivered in this Hall 
April 3, 1850, and make a word or two of com- 
ment upon it: 


“There is, I regret to say, a willingness upon the part 
| of the Democrats of the North to see this proviso passed, 

that General Taylor may be compelled to show to the 
| world, and ‘the rest of inankind,? who was cheated jn 

the last presidential election—whether it was his friends 
| North or South. They know that a fraud was practiced 
upon the one or the other. They know that in the South, 
General Taylor was represented as all that any one in 
| favor of slavery extension could desire—that he was bound 
to southern institutions by two hundred bonds. At the 
North, it was said that he was for confining slavery to its 
present limits. One or the other was cheated. But I sub- 
mit to my northern friends, if the peace and harmony of 
twenty millions of people, and the perpetuity of our free 
institutions, is not of more importance than the exposure 
of unis bad faith upon the part of an Administration that, 
if let alone, will fall by its own weight? The public voice 
everywhere indicates its certzin and inevitable over- 
throw. 

**In times past our policy sooner or later has prevailed, 
and we should stand firm, however dark the hour, encour- 
aged by former success. We should not be driven from 
|| Our positions because our opponents have to come to them 
for safety. I might ask them if they are to be driven from 
their firm and stern opposition to a United States bank, 
because those who once thought that certain ruin would 
lay waste the land unless such an institution was incor- 
porated, have changed their opinions, and stand with us in 
opposition? Are they willing to be driven in opposition 
to the independent treasury, because those who once op- 
posed now support it? Are you to be driven from all the 
past, now triumphantly vindicated, because opposition has 
eeased? We should stand firm in the support of right, 
truth, the Constitution of our country, no matter who shall 
come to their support, or desert ; stand by them to the last, 
and if they fall let us perish with them., We should never 
survive the existence of this Government. 

“* There is one thing that I wish, in this connection, Mr. 
Chairman, to say to the gentlemen from the South, and 
the northern Whigs: if the bjjl for territorial governments, 
silent upon the subject of ery, shall be defeated, then 
Iam for bills with the Wilmot proviso, in order to give 
governments to the people in the Territories ; and I speak 
for four of my colleagues, assured that they will feel con- 
strained to pursue alike course. And if General Taylor 
shall approve the proviso, then it will have passed ; and it 
is for them to determine what shail or shail not be done, 
and let the responsibility rest with them.” 

1 take this occasion to say, that the sentiment 
| last quoted, uttered in a moment of excitement, 
1, upon reflection, repudiate as unjust and im- 
proper. I thank the gentleman that he has 
afforded me the opportunity to give this public 
expression of my disapproval of that statement. 
| L uniformly voted against placing the Wilmot 
I] — in any territorial bill. I voted against It, 
'| beeause I believed it to be unjust to the people of 
a portion of this Union. 

‘he Clerk then read the third interrogatory, 
as follows: : 

“Am IL right in supposing that his theory is, that the 
(‘onstitution ot the United States does not carry slavery 
to, and protect it in, the Territories of the United States: 
‘That in the territory acquired from Mexico and France, 
(including Kansas and Nebraska,) the Missouri restriction 
was necessary to make the territory free, because slavery 
existed there under France at the time of the acquisition; 
lat that the Kansas and Nebraska bill, which repeals that 
restriction, but neither legislates slavery into those Terti- 
tories nor exeludes it therefrom, in his opinion, leaves 
those Territories without either local or constitutional !aw 
protecting slavery ; and that therefore the Kansas and Ne- 
braska bill promotes the formation of slave States in Kan- 
sas and Nebraska ?”’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Constitution does 
not, in my opinion, carry the institutions of any 
of the States into the Territories; but it affords 
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same protection there to the institutions of | 


the ws asf 
State as of another. The citizen of Vir- 


‘ia is as much entitled, in the common terri- 
» the protection of his property, under the 


tory, Soy , a 
Constitution, as the citizen of Illinois; but both | 
we dependent upon the legislation of the terri- 


torial government for laws to protect their prop- | 
orty, of whatever kind it may be. Thus, it will 
be seen, that though there may be upon this 
‘pint a difference theoretically—involving ques- 
tions for judicial decision—yet there is none, 
practically, among the friends of non-interven- 
tion by Congress, as the practical result is to 
Jace the decision of the questions in the hands 
a those who are most deeply interested in its 
solution, namely, the people of the Territory, 
who have nade it their home, and whose inter- 
ests are the most deeply involved in the charac- 
ter of the institutions under which they are to 
live. If this great principle of non-intervention 
and self-government is wrong, then, indeed, the 
American Revolution was fought in vain, and it 
is time we cease to venerate the memory of the 
patriotic dead, who purchased with their for- 
tunes and blood the free institutions of the sev- 
eral separate, independent, and coequal States, 
forming the Union under which we have so 
prosperously and happily grown to be so great. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I ask the indulgence 
of the House to state the reasons why I pro- 
ounded those questions to the gentleman from 
Hllinois. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I submit this point of 
order to the gentleman: I would like to have 
those questions propounded to the different can- 
didates in order—one at a time—before we are 
troubled or embarrassed with any other ques- 
tions. I hope all the candidates will answer this 
series first, and before going to new matter. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Inasmuch as it seems 


j 
| 


Mr. WASHBURN. I understand that the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Zoriicorrer] 
directly submitted this question to the gentleman 
from Illinois {Loud cries of ** Order! order !’"} 

Mr. McMULLIN. I submit that the gentle- 





|; man from Maine (Mr. Wasnsvury] is not in 


order. 

The CLERK. The Clerk must state that the 
gentleman from Maine is not in order. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. I suggest that the in- 
terrogatories which have just been answered by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Ricaarpson} 
be read to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Futter, ]and answered by him before we proceed 
to any other business. 

A Member suggested the name of Mr. Banks. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Yes; let them first be 
read, and submitted to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Banks. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I ask, Mr. 
whether or not I am entitled to the floor? 
The CLERK. The Clerk would state to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Zoruiicorrer] 
and to the House, that he conceives the gentle- 
man from Tennessee to be in order, as he is pro- | 
posing to speak to what is substantially a new 
proposition; and therefore, in the opinion of the 
Clerk, he has a right to the floor. But the Clerk 
would remind the gentleman that his time has 

very nearly expired. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Then I trust that gen- 


tlemen will not interrupt me. I am willing to 


Clerk, 


| contentmyself with merely sending to the Clerk’s 
| desk, and having read, the record of the gentle- 


to give satisfaction to the gentlemen of the House | 


that these questions should be put to each of the 
gentlemen who have been voted for for Speaker, 
I certainly have no objection to that course, inas- 
much as the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricu- 
arpson,| to whom I propounded the questions, 
has already answered. 

Mr. RUST. I want to appeal to the gentle- 
man’s sense of fairness, to know whether he 
wants toconsume the time of the House in rais‘ng 
new questions, and thereby prevent the other can- 
didates from answering ? 

Mr.ZOLLICOFFER. [had wished to put these 
interrogatories to the gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. RicHarpson,] and then, if gentlemen desire 
it, they may put the same questions to other 
members who have been voted for as Speaker. | 
see no impropriety in that. It seems to be right 
and just that I should be permitted now to state | 
the reason why I put these interrogatories. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting.) I make 
this point of order, and the Clerk must decide it, 
that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Zouu- 
COFFER] is not entitled to occupy the floor at this | 
ume. We are now acting under a resolution 
of the House requiring candidates for office— 
meaning, of course, as we all understand, for 
the speakership—to answer interrogatories pro- 
pounded by the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, and 
now answered by the gentleman from Illinois, 
(Mr. Ricnarpson.] I make the point that it is 
not in order for the gentleman to go into debate 
here until we shall have got through with this 
proceeding in which we are engaged; which is, 
that all the candidates for speakership shall an- 
Swer these interrogatories. I wish to have this 
point decided. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I suggest that 
every candidate should answer all the questions 
propounded before they are submitted to another 
candidate. The gentleman from Illinois {Mr. 
Richarpson]} has answered only a portion of the 
interrogatories put to him; and I therefore suggest 
that cock candidate shall answer all the interrog- 
atories, 


Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Am I entitled, Mr. 


Clerk, to make this single remark ? 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I object, sir, to all debate 
until the Clerk shall have decided the point of 
order raised. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, [to Mr. Wasusvury, of 
Maine.] I would state to the gentleman from 
Maine ‘that I have answered all the questions | 


submitted to me. i 


man from Illinois [Mr. Ricuarpson] on which 
the questions 1 propounded to him were predi- 
cated. 

A Memper. Have it printed in your speech. 

Mr.CRAIGE. I object to any printed speech. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I renew my objection. I 
am perfectly willing that the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee may make his commentaries on the speech 
of the gentleman from Illinois, after all the other 
candidates have answered the interrogatories, but 


not till then. 


The CLERK. The 
question to the House. 

Mr. ORR. I submit to the gentleman from 
Tennessee to decline for the present making any 
commentary on the answers of the gentleman 
from Illinois, until the other candidates for the 
speakership have answered them also. 
* Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I wish to say 
this {Loud cries of ** Order !’’] 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. lam a very deferen- 
tial man, Mr. Clerk; I am disposed to be courte- 
ous, fair, and entirely satisfactory to the House. 
I am, therefore, willing to defer for the present 
what [ wished to say, if gentlemen so wish. 
[Cries of ** That is right!’’] I would state, for 
the further satisfaction of the House, that I was 
merely desirous of showing that 1 had put no idle 
interrogatory 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting.) I desire 
the Clerk to decide the point of order submitted 
by me. 

The CLERK. The Clerk will submit the 
question to the Houses 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I object to the gen- 
tleman from ‘Tennessee proceeding until the point 
of order shall have been decided. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, [to Mr. Crineman.] 
The Clerk has decided the point of order, sir. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. No, sir, he has not. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. Ciineman] raises a new point of 
order, which the Clerk submits to the House. 
The question is, whether the gentleman from 
Tennessee is in order in addressing the House? 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, (interrupting.) I shall 
content myself by merely stating the chapter and 
page of the Appendix*to the Congressional Globe 
from which 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I object, Mr. Clerk, to the 
gentleman from Tennessee proceeding in this way 
until the point of order shall have been decided. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. I repeat that [— 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see will come to order. [Loud cries of ** Omer)” 
‘*Order!’’ and much confusion throughout Re 
Hall.] 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I wish to have this ques- 
tion decided. 


The CLERK. The Clerk submits the question | 


Clerk will submit the 
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| to the House whether the gentleman from Ten- 


nessee is in orde r? 

The question was taken. 

The CLERK. The Clerk thinks that the ayes 
have it. f 

Several MemBers. Tellers on that question. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. Will the 
Clerk please state the question that the House is 
to decide? There is so much confusion in the 
Hall that we over here cannot understand the 
question. 

The CLERK. The question is, whether the 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Zo.uicorrer] is 
in order. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I desire, before I vote, to. 
know what the question is before the House, on 
which the gentleman from Tennessee claims the 
floor? 

The CLERK. The propositions put by the 
gentleman from Tennessee to the gentleman from 
Illinois are now before the House. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 1 do not understand that 
there is any question pending before the House. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. STEPHENS. As I understand the ques- 
tion, the gentleman from Tennessee, availing 
himself yesterday of the courtesy of the House, 
made a ten-minute speech, and propounde d cer- 
tain questions to the gentleman from Illinois. The 
centleman from Illinois, this morning, by unani- 


mous courtesy of the House 


, made responses to 
| 


I do not understand that there 
iS now any pending question before the House, 
on which any gentleman can have the floor. 

A Member. There isa question of order. 

Mr. HUMPHREY MARSHALL. I under- 
stood that in the answers to the interrogatories 
made by the gentleman from Illinois, he had 
made some remarks which ealled out the gentle- 
man from ‘Tennessee in a personal explanation of 


ose questions, 


his course—— 


| derstand that the 


Mr. McMULLIN, (interrupting.) The gen- 
tleman from Tennessee did not put it on that 
cround. 

Several MemBers. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
that ground. 


Mr. CLINGM AN, (interrupting.) 


Yes, he did. 
I think he did put it on 


As I un- 
gentleman from Tennessee is 
willing to postpone his question until all the can- 
didates have answered the interrogatories, as 
answered by the gentleman from Illinois, I with- 
draw my point of order. That is all that I want. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Ciiveman] withdraws his point 
of order; but the Clerk would remind the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, and the House, that an- 
other point of order has been raised —— 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER, (interrupting.) Well, 
sir, when interrupted by the gentleman from 
North Carolina, {Mr. Cuiseman,] Lhad proposed 
to make no running commentary on the answers 
of the gentleman from Illinois. Lask no advant- 
age. [am willing to postpone my commentaries 
till another time. But I desire merely to show 


| that the interrogatories which I propounded to 


| 


| 


the gentleman from Illinois were not idle or im- 
pertinent, but were based upon the record, I now 
merely want to cite that record, and [I was in the 
act of doing so when the gentleman from North 
Carolina interrupted me. [tis to be found in the 
Appendix to the Congressional Globe for 1854. 
[Loud eries of ** Read it!’’} 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I object to the gentleman 
making any citation. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. Oh, let it go out. 
Who’s afraid of it? [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON, [to Mr. Zourtcorrer.] 
That is the same speech that I read from. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. Now I am willing that 
the same questions as answered by the gentleman 
from Illinois, shall be propounded to the other 
gentlemen who are candidates for the speakership. 

The CLERK, [to Mr. en Does the 
gentleman from Georgia insist on his point of 
order? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Ido. 

The CLERK. The gentleman from Georgi: 
[Mr. Sreruens] raises the question that.there is 
no question before the House. It would be well, 
therefore, before the proceedings go any further, 
that the series of questions should be formally 
ordered to be put to the other gentlemen. 


Mr. STEPHENS. I insist upon my point of 
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order. Call the roll, and if gentlemen wish to Mr. BANKS. Mr. Clerk, I voted for the res- 


speak. they can do so by the courtesy of the 
Lie 


Mr. 


‘ 


BOYCE. 
other candid 
Mr. MILLSON. If necessary to bring the 
matter regularly before the House, I will move 
to amend the ten-minute rule, by striking out ten 
and substituting twelve minutes. 

The CLERK. Such a motion would bring the 
matter properry before t Liouse. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennesse: I do not under- 
siand the resolution adopted yesterday by this 
louse as being an order that cach candidate for 
thie akership svall answer the interrogatories. 

: if the other ¢ indidates of the re spective parties 
are in the House, and desire or are willing to 


I move that we now hear the 


tes, 


i 


spy 


answer, 1 presum the House will hear them. 
But if they are unwilling to answer, it is not 
within th “provines of the House to call on them 
for a response, Ll understand that the two other 


candidates for Speaker—the Know Nothing or 
American candidate, and the Republican candi- 
date—were both furnished with copies of the in- 
ierrogatories propounded by the gentleman from 
"Tennessee [Mr. Zotuicorrer] to the gentleman 
from Hlinois, [Mr. Ricuarpson.] Now,if they 
ure rm ady lo respond, | presum the House will 
hear them; butif they prefer not to answer, there 
is no power here to coerce them. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move now that the 
questions propounded by the gentleman ‘ro 
South Carolina, [Mr. Boycr,] some time since, Be 
produced, and that the gentleman from Massa- 
cnusetts {| Mr. Banks] be requested to answer 
tucm. 

Several Members. 
der!’’ 

Mr. BARKSDALE. Well, I move that he 
he invited to answer. [Criesof dissent, and con- 
fusion. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I would sue- 
gest that none of the other candidates answer. 
tis not fair to call upon them to answer until 
the gentleman from Illinois has answered all the 
questions which have been propounded to him. 
"Che *gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Binenam] has 
propounded several questions which he has not 
answered, [Cries of **Order!’’] 

Mr. LETCHER. fam very glad the gentle- 
man from Maine has become in favor of candi- 
dates answering questions. I thought, yester- 
day, he was opposed to all answering. [Cries 
of ** Order!’ and confusion. 


Oh, no! and cries of **Or- 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I am entitled to the 
floor. 

The CLERK. It is impossible to proceed, un- 
less gentlemen take their seats and preserve or- 
der. 


Mr, MeMULLIN 
[Cries of ** Order!’’ and confusion. } 

‘rhe CLERK. The Clerk again appeals to 
genulemen to take their seats and preserve order. 
lie did recognize the gentleman from Virginia, 
j Mr. MeMouxiin,) supposing the gentleman from 
Mississippi had taken fis Seat. 

Mr. BARKSDALE, No, sir; I did not yield 
the floor. , 

Mr. McMULLIN. I understood the gentle- 
man from Mississippi to take his seat, and I rose 
and addressed the Clerk, and was recognized by 
him, I insist that I am entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BANKS rose. 

Mr. KEITT, 
man from Virginia, and the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi, that both of them yield the floor, and 
allow the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Banks] to speak. I understand he is ready to 
respond to the interrogatories put by the genitle- 
man from Tennessee, |[Mr. Zoiiicorrer. | 

Mr. MeMULLIN, 
titled to the floor, but I will give way in favor of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, if he desires 
to address the House. ~ 

Mr. BANKS. I do not wish to take the floor 


from the gentleman from Virginia, or any one, 
for that ose, 


yurp 
Mr. N oMULLIN. I understand that the same 
uestions that have been answered b 
Aciocn from Illinois have been furnished to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, and also to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania; and that those gen- 


I am entitled to the floor. | 


olution presented by the honorable gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Zoxuicorrer] yesterday 
with pleasure. It embodies a pripciple which I 
think sound. As understood by me, when re- 
ported at the Clerk’s desk, it was nothing more 
nor less than simply this: that any gentleman 
who votes for a candidate for any office ought to 
know the opinions of thatcandidate. [recognize 
the right of every gentleman in this Hotse who 
has been voting for Speaker during this protracted 
contest, to ascertain the opinions of any man for 
whom he casts his vote. 
as my right to know the opinions of my candi- 
date to such an extent as should be satisfactory 
to myself, at least. 

But, sir, as a member of the House, I have 
other rights l offer myself as a candidate for no 
| solicit no man’s suffrage; and I am not, 
therefore, called upon as a candidate to solve such 
difficulties as gentlemen supporting other per- 
sons may find in the existing condition of public 
affairs. Those who have honored me by their 


othe 


OBE. 


| 


Sir, I should claim it | 


eonfidence and votes are themselves responsible 


for the course they have chosen, and, I doubt 
* not, theyare able to meet that responsibility. It 
is not for me to provide for their defense. I can 


only say, as Othello said of his wife, they ‘* had | 


.° 


eyes, and chose me. 

I have convictions—convictions of duty, con- 
victions of principle—upon the great matters in 
which the country is interested; and, as a mem- 


ber of the House, representing a district in the | 
] 


Commonwealth of Massachusetts, [have no hest- 
tation in responding to any of the inquiries pro- 
pounded by the honorable gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to the honorable gentleman from Illinois. 
I ask the Clerk to read the first quesion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Am I right in supposing that the gentleman from Tli- 
nois regards the Kansas-Nebraska bill as promotive of the 
formation of free States in the Territories of Kansas and 
Nebraska ?”? 

| Mr. BANKS. It will be understood, of course, 
that the phraseology of this inquiry applies rather 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RicHarp- 
son] than to myself. I answer, distinctly, that 
{ do not regard the Kansas-Nebraska bill as pro- 
motive of the formation of free States, inasmuch 
as it repeals the prohibition of the institution of 
slavery over the section of country to which that 
statute applies. I think it does not tend to the 
formation of free States. That is my answer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Am J rigit in supposing he advocates the constitution- 
ality of the Wilmot proviso; that in 1850 he opposed its 
application to the territories acquired trom Mexico, only 
upon the ground that it Was unnecessary, inasmuch as the 


Mexican local jaws inv those territories already abolished | 


|| slavery—which ought to be sufficient for all Free-Soil 


men; and that he committed himself to the position, that 
if territorial bills (silent upon the subject of slavery, and 
leaving the Mexican law to operate) were defeated, he 


| would vote for bills with the Wilmot proviso in them?” 


| would suggest to the gentle- | 


I think I am clearly en- | 


the gen- | 


Mr. BANKS. I could give a general answer 
in the affirmative to that interrogatory. I believe 


in the constitutionality of that act which is known | 


and generally understood as the Wilmot proviso. 
I believe that it is within the power of Congress 
to prohibit the institution gf slavery in a Territory 


belonging to the United States. Whether I would |! 


| advocate the passage of such an act in regard to 
a territory where it was clearly unnecessary, 


* 


| municipal law, | should sustain an act which em- 

bodied the prohibition known as the Wilmot or 

Jefferson proviso. In regard to the measures of 
| 1850, I can only say, that, being called upon here 
or elsewhere, | should have voted for the prohib- 
ition in the territories covered by those measures, 
if I had entertained a doubt as to the exclusion 
| of slavery by existing municipal law. That is 
my answer. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

* Am I right in supposing that his theory is, that the Con- 
stitution of the United States does not carry slavery to, 


|| and protect it in, the Territories of the United States?” 


Mr. BANKS. Ido not believe that the Consti- 
Mifh of the United States carries the institution 
of slavery to the Territories of the United States. 

_ My understanding is based on the declaration of 


tlemen are ready to answer. I yield the floorfor || Mr. Webster, that even the Constitution of the 


that purpose. 


| United States itself does not go to the Territories 


where by local, preéxisting laws it had been || 
prohibited, or, in other words, whether I would | 
advocate a double inhibition, | have only to say, | 
that, if a doubt existed as to its exclusion by valid | 
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until it is carried there by an act of Congross 
Standing on the principle of the English |n., 
governing the same interests, I do not be 
that the Constitution of the United States carries 
to any Territory of the United States any ri ht 
to hold slaves there. = 

In order, sir, that my answer should be full 
and satisfactory, I ought, perhaps, to put the 
uegative of the proposition of the distinguished 
gentleman who ok the Government party on 
this floor, and in this crisis. I recognize the right 
sir, to protection of property on the part of the 
South, as well as on the part of the North, in the 
Territories of the United States; and when I] speak 
of property I mean that which is considered 
property by universal law; I do not mean that 
which is property only because it is geld as sye} 
under the laws of a particular State, and whic) 
loses its character of property So soon as it extends 
beyond the limits of that State, except under cer. 
tain reservations covered by the Constitution of 
the United States. When oan of property, [ 
do not refer to that species. I describe that which 
is recognized as property by universal laws of 
men, and not that which is property only when 
it is made such by local laws of limited sections 
of the country. I have no disposition to disturb 
its eXistence—no purpose to diminish or increase 
| it there. I will acknowledge all its rights there, 
accepting for that purpose the charts established 
by southern statesmen; but Ideny that it is such 
property as, independent of local law or congres- 
sional enactment, is protected by the Constitution 
| in the Territories of the United States. 

I have nothing further to say on this very nice 
and delicate question. I believe that the Constitu- 
| tion of the United States was intended to do justice 
to all sections of the country—to the South equally 
with the North. Iam for that to-day; and I adopt 
the language of my friend, [Mr. Ricwarpsoy,] 
who has always treated me with Ratingsishel 
courtesy in all discussions on this subject, that 
| we should do justice to the South as well as to 
the North. In no speech or declaration that has 
fallen from my lips, so far as I can remember it, 
have | ever expressed a different sentiment; but, 
sir, I cannot shut out from my memory the great 
fact that the Constitution of the United States is 
an instrument of freedom, contemplated as such 
by its framers, and interpreted as such by all men 
of the South and the North until within the last 
few years. Itis a chart of freedom, established 
to secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and 
our posterity, giving liberty to the States to do 
what they shall think to be proper within their 
own localities, under such circumstances as to 
them shall seem to be right and just, but claim- 
ing no right and conceding no right to them to 
carry their own peculiar institutions beyond the 
limitations conferred by the doctrine of the sover- 
eignty of States. 

No, sir! The Constitution of the United States 
is an instrument, not of immediate, but of ultimate 
_and universal freedom. It was so contemplated 

by the great men who framed it; and the world 

has so regarded it. The national flag, that is its 
symbol, that makes the land over which it floats, 
|in whatever quarter of the globe, so long as it 
covers an American citizen, American territory, 
is the banner of ultimate and universal liberty— 
its white and red folds symbols of Revolution- 
ary trials, of the crests of victory, and the blood 
of sacrifice. May its starry union forever stand 
as lustrous and imperishable as the golden fires 
of God’s firmament! [Great applause.] Thats 
my answer to that question. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


“ That in the territory acquired from Mexico and France 
(including Kansas and Nebraska) the Missouri restriction 
was necessary to make the territory free, because slavery 
existed there under France at the time of the acquisition, 
but that the Kansas and Nebraska bill, which repeals that 
restriction, but neither legislates slavery into those Ternto- 





law 
lieve 








ries nor excludes it therefrom, in his opinion, leaves those 
Territories without either local or constitutional law pr" 
tecting slavery; and that therefore the Kansas and Nebraska 
bill promotes the formation of slave States in Kansas and 
Nebraska?’’ 


Mr. BANKS. I did not see that question, 
Mr. Clerk, until it was brought to me by a paz? 
from the desk. It is but a repetition of the first 
interrogatory, with the addition of a statement of 
fact. In d to that statement, I will say thet 
it is doubted whether the institution of slavery 
| existed in these Territories at the time they 
| were acquired. Without going into the questio# 
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